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INTRODUCTION. 


The  following  '  Collection  of  Facts  and  Documents'  was  made  for 
the  use  of  the  Christian  Examiner  and  Theological  Review.  A  brief 
ex  parte  history  of  the  occurrences  to  which  they  relate,  was  published 
in  '  The  Result  of  an  Ecclesiastical  Council  convened  at  Groton, 
Mass.  July  17,  1826.'  That  history  differed,  in  some  important  par- 
ticulars, from  what  had  been  supposed  to  be  the  true  account,  and 
application  was  therefore  made  to  those  who  were  not  represented 
in  the  Council  for  their  statement  of  the  case.  In  reply,  they  made 
the  following  communications,  which  are  now  published  just  as  they 
were  received  by  the  editor  of  the  work  abovementioned.  They 
were  not  put  into  his  hands,  however,  till  after  the  review  of  the 
Result  of  Council,  which  appeared  in  the  Examiner,  was  written, 
and  the  reviewer,  for  whose  use  they  were  procured,  thus  speaks  of 
them  : 

*  Since  the  foregoing  reviev^r  was  sent  to  the  press,  w^e  have  obtained  from  mem- 
bers of  the  first  and  only  parish  in  Groton,  a  full  statement  of  their  side  of  this 
case,  with  copies  of  the  documents  which  passed  between  the  parties  in  this  affair. 
We  are  glad  that  we  were  not  in  possession  of  these  papers  when  writing  the  re- 
view. There  is  in  the  Result  of  this  Council,  it  would  appear  from  these  papers, 
so  remarkable  a  suppression  of  material  facts ;  such  a  coloring  of  the  whole  trans- 
action, which  the  true  history  will  not  warrant,  that  it  would  have  been  difficult 
to  have  preserved  the  tone  of  moderation,  which  such  a  subject  requires. 

*  Our  review  was  designed  as  an  examination  of  principles,  not  of  the  conduct 
of  the  parties  of  Groton.  The  town  of  Groton,  for  it  seems  there  is  no  second 
parish,  might  have  been  rash,  or  its  measures  illegal,  and  yet  the  principles  of  the 
Result  of  Dr  Beecher,  might  have  been  unsound  and  indefensible,  and  his  arraign- 
ment of  our  highest  courts,  turbulent  and  refractory.  But  from  what  we  have 
seen,  and  we  have  carefully  perused  every  document,  we  are  compelled  to  say, 
that  in  no  public  transaction,  in  civil  or  religious  concerns,  did  we  ever  meet  with 
greater  moderation ;  a  more  strict  regard  to  decorum,  not  to  be  disturbed  by  pro- 
vocation ;  a  closer  adherence  to  legal  principles,  united  with  a  firm  and  enlighten- 
ed determination  to  vindicate  civil  and  religious  liberty,  than  in  the  proceedings  of 
the  town  of  Groton,  and  of  its  committees.  Their  temperate  and  wise  conduct  is 
highly  honorable  to  them.  These  documents  should  be,  and  indeed  must  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  public.  The  town  of  Groton  owes  it  to  its  honor,  assailed  as  it  has 
been  by  this  Council.    It  owes  it  to  the  cause  of  christian  liberty. 

'  We  shall  simply  state,  what  our  limits  will  now  alone  enable  us  to  do,  that  this 
Council  was  not  only  an  ex  parte  one  ;  but  a  mutual  one  was  never  asked.  This 
is  a  direct  violation  of  the  Cambridge  Platform,  and  of  the  order  of  church  disci- 
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pline ; — a  pretty  singular  measure  on  the  part  of  gentlemen  who  profess  so  high  a 
veneration  for  the  usages  of  our  ancestors.  The  town  were  not  notified  of  it,  nor 
were  ihey  represented  at  it. 

'The  jjoint  in  dispute,  we  are  happy  to  see  by  the  papers,  was  brought  simply 
to  this;  Shall  a  parish,  once  Orthodox  and  changing  its  opinions  in  the  proportion 
of  three  to  one,  be  compelled  to  settle  an  Orthodox  preacher?  This  was  the  Gro- 
ton  case  stripped  of  all  the  disguise  thrown  around  it.' 

The  papers  in  question  are  now  published,  at  the  request  and 
under  the  sanction  of  the  Parish  Committee  of  Groton. 

The  account  which  the  Result  gives  of  the  same  proceedings,  is 
here  subjoined,  that  the  reader  may  occasionally  revert  to  it  and 
compare  it  with  the  statements  of  the  Committee,  and  with  the  docu- 
ments.   It  is  as  follows  : 

'Ax  Ecclesiastical  Col'xcil  was  convened  at  the  house  of  the  Rev.  Dan- 
iel Chaplix,  D.  D.  in  Groton,  Mass.,  July  17,  1826,  by  letters  missive  from  the 
Church  of  Christ  in  said  Groton,  under  the  pastoral  care  of  the  Rev.  Dr.  Chaplin-, 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  advice  to  said  Pastor  and  Church,  in  their  present  peculiar 
circumstances. 

'  There  were  present  from  the 

z?^  7-v.        ^  Pev.  Reuben  Puffer,  D.  D.  Pastor^ 
Chm  eh  m  Berlin,       ^  j^^^         Spafford,  Delegate. 

Church  in  Theol.  Sem.  C  Rev.  Ebenezer  Porter,  D.  D.  Pastor^ 

Andover,  \  13ro.  Jonathan  Clement,  Delegate. 

Hanover  Church  in   C  Rev.  Lyman  Beecher,  D.  D.  Pastor, 

Boston,  I  Dca.  William  G.  Lambert,  Delegate. 

nr.  .      •    rri  j  (  Rcv.  David  Palmer,  Pastor, 

Church  m  Townsend,  J        j^^^  Boutell,  Dd.-afe. 

\st  Churchin  Charles-  C  Rev.  Warren  Fay,  Pastor, 

toivn,  I  Dca.  Matthew  Skilton,  Delegate. 

Rcv.  Sajviuel  H.  Tolman,  Pastor, 
Dea.  James  Taylor,  Delesate. 


Church  in  Dunstable, 


7  •    rr         J      (  Rev.  George  Fisher,  Pastor, 
Church  in  Harvard,    ^  j^^^  j,^^^^^^^.  Whitcomb,  Delegate. 

'  The  Council  was  organized  by  choosing  the  Rev.  Dr.  Porter,  Moderator ; 
Rev.  Warren  Fay,  Scribe  ;  and  Dca.  William  G.  Lambert,  Assistant  Scribe. 
The  Rev.  Dr  Beecher  led  in  prayer,  for  wisdom  and  guidance. 

'  The  Committee  of  tlie  Cliurch  made  a  statement  of  their  circumstances,  from 
wbicli  it  ai)i)o;ire(I, 

'  Tliat  tlicre  is  a  fund  in  the  town  of  Groton,  of  about  11,000  dollars,  for  the 
sup|)ort  of  the  gospel  ministry. 

'That  (be  three  senior  Selectiiit>n  of  tli(>  town  for  (ho  (imo  biMiig,  tlie  Treasurer 
of  the  lirst  parish,  and  (he  junior  Deacon,  by  age,  of  the  church  in  said  parish,  are 
a  body  politic  and  cori)orate,  known  in  law  as  "  The  Trustees  of  the  Groton  Minis- 
terial Fund.'' 

'  That  tlic  income  of  this  fund  is  to  be  paid,  "  quarterly,  to  such  teacher  or  teach- 
ers of  religion,  as  shall  be  regularly  ordained  and  settled  in  said  parish,  by  the  joint 
concurrence  of  the  iidiahitaiits  aiul  rhurch  thereof." 

'  May  22,  1S25.  The  Hi-v.  Dr  Cliaplin  recjuesled  of  his  pf  o|)lt\  that  he  might 
have ''a  ^odly  Colleague  provitled,  one  of  whose  piety  and  seiuiments  ho  co\dd 
approve." 

'  In  July  following,  havin<;  been  unable  for  several  Sabbaths  to  perform  the  whole 
sen  ice,  Air.  Todd,  a  licentiate  from  Aiidover,  beini;  pro\  idi-ii;i.diy  prest-nt,  wiw 
invited  by  Dr  ("ha|)lin,  to  preach  for  him. 

'  Sotnctime  in  October,  1S2.'),  Dr  Chaplin  eniitinuinu;  infirm,  though  hoj)ing  soon 
to  res\iiiie  his  hiliors,  at  the  re(|uest  of  m.uiy  ol"  his  church,  he  engaged  Mr  Todd 
to  snjiply  Ids  i)utpit  for  ci^ht  Salihaths. 

'  Novetoher  s,  1S2.",.  'I'be  church  was  callcil  together  to  consi«ler  the  expediency 
of '<ellliiin  a  ('olIfMgue;  and  \(>t<'(l  unaniinnu-ly,  that  it  is  expedient  to  settle  a 
Colleague  with  our  venerable  Pastor. 
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•At  an  adjourned  meeting,  November  11,  the  church  voted,  17  to  8,  to  give  Mr 
John  Todd  a  call  to  settle  as  Colleague  Pastor  with  the  Rev.  Dr  ChapHn,  and  a 
committee  was  appointed  to  communicate  this  vote  to  the  town,  and  request  their 
concurrence. 

'November  25.  The  town  met,  and  after  much  discussion,  took  no  vote  on  the 
question,  but  appointed  a  committee  to  supply  the  pulpit  for  a  term  not  exceeding 
four  months.  The  committee  waited  on  Dr  Chaplin,  to  ascertain  if  it  would  be 
agreeable  to  him  that  they  should  supply  the  pulpit ;  and  he  signified  his  willing- 
ness that  they  should  do  it,  for  four  sabbaths.  The  pulpit  was  supplied  by  settled 
Unitarian  ministers  from  Boston  or  the  vicinity. 

'  Many  of  the  inhabitants  being  dissatisfied  with  this  course,  presented  a  peti- 
tion to  the  committee  for  supplies,  before  the  expiration  of  the  four  Sabbaths,  that 
a  candidate  for  settlement  might  supply  the  pulpit,  and  that  Mr  Todd  might  be  the 
person.  This  petition  was  signed  by  about  167  legal  voters,  supposed  at  the  time 
to  be  a  majority  of  the  whole  town.  Dr  Chaplin  also  remonstrated  against  sup- 
plying the  pulpit  with  such  preachers  as  he  could  not  approve,  and  offered  to  pro- 
vide a  supply  for  the  pulpit  himself.  No  attention  being  paid  to  the  preceding 
petition,  and  the  remonstrance  of  Dr  Chaplin,  he  addressed  to  the  committee  the 
following  note. 

'  Gentleme]^, — After  mature  reflection,  I  have  thought  it  my  duty  to  remon- 
strate once  more,  against  your  thrusting  a  man  into  my  pulpit  against  my  wishes, 
and,  as  I  believe,  against  the  wishes  of  a  majority  of  this  people.* 

'  Yours,  &c.  Dajviel  Chaplin. 

^January  7,  1826. 

« The  committee,  in  reply,  claimed  the  right  to  supply  the  pulpit,  without  refer- 
ence to  his  wishes,  by  authority  derived  from  the  town. 

'  January  10,  1826.  The  Pastor  convened  the  church,  for  the  purpose  of  inquir- 
ing whether  he  had,  in  any  way,  forfeited  his  relation  to  the  church,  or  his  rights 
as  their  Pastor;  and  whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the  church,  he  had  a  right  to  claim 
the  pulpit,  and  supply  it  in  the  manner  which  he  thought  proper.  The  church 
replied  that  he  had  not  forfeited  his  relation,  or  rights  as  their  Pastor,  and  that,  in 
their  opinion,  he  had  a  right  to  supply  his  pulpit  for  the  present,  at  his  own  discre- 
tion. 

'On  the  16th  of  January,  at  a  large  and  respectable  meeting  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Groton,f  held  at  the  house  of  Daniel  Shattuck,  Esq.,  it  was  voted  unanimously, 
"  that  it  is  the  wish  of  this  meeting,  that  Dr  Chaplin  should  supply  the  pulpit,  on 
his  own  responsibility,  and  according  to  his  own  discretion." 

'  In  consequence  of  this  expression  of  opinion,  by  so  large  a  portion  of  his  peo- 
ple, Dr  Chaplin  addressed  the  following  note  to  the  committee  for  supplying  the 
pulpit. 

'  Groton,  January  20,  1826. 

'  Geisttlemeist, — I  have  already  apprised  you,  in  your  official  capacity,  that  I 
was  desirous  of  supplying  my  pulpit,  at  my  own  expense.  I  think  it  my  duty  to 
say  to  you,  that  it  is  still  my  desire ;  and  to  add,  that  I  understand  it  to  be  the 
wish  of  most  of  my  church,  and  of  a  majority  of  my  beloved  flock,  that  I  should 
do  it.  I  am  prepared  to  supply  to-morrovt^ ;  and  shall  be  hereafter,  for  the  present, 
'  Yours,  &c.  Daktiel,  Chaplin". 

'  The  committee,  in  their  answer,  consent  that  Dr  Chaplin  may  supply  the  pul- 
pit himself;  but,  concerning  any  other  supply,  they  say,  "  He  must  distinctly  un- 
derstand, that  we  have,  in  the  legal  discharge  of  our  duty,  provided  a  supply  of 
the  pulpit,  and  that  if  he  should  attempt  to  enter  it,  he  will  be  responsible  for  any 
consequences  which  may  follow,  in  the  course  of  a  just,  legal,  and  firm  opposition 
to  such  an  attempt." 

'  The  evidence,  from  this  note,  from  verbal  declarations  on  Sabbath  morning, 
and  from  appearances  in  the  house  of  God,  that  forcible  resistance  was  intended, 
and  would  be  employed,  in  excluding  from  the  pulpit  the  supply  which  Dr  Chaplin 
had  provided,  was  such,  that  neither  the  Doctor,  nor  the  gentleman  who  was  to 
have  preached,  went  to  the  meeting  house.    From  this  time,  Dr  Chaplin  and  his 

*'  The  candidate  who  is  since  settled,  had  now,  it  is  believed,  been  hired  to  preach  on  pro- 
bation.' 

t  'This  meeting  was  composed  of  about  one  hundred  persons  ;  and,  generally,  of  those  who 
were  steady  in  their  support  and  attendance  on  public  worship.' 
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church  ceased  to  attend  public  worship  in  the  house  where  he  had  prosecuted  his 
protracted  ministry,* 

'  At  a  town  meeting  in  March,  Dr  Chaplin  renewed  the  offer  of  supplying  the 
pulpit  at  his  own  discretion  and  expense,  for  six  months. 

'  But  the  town  voted  to  authorise  the  committee  to  supply  the  pulpit  for  six 
months,  provided  it  should  be  done  without  any  expense  to  the  town. 

'  In  April,  at  a  town  meeting,  a  committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  and  report,  ' 
as  to  the  expediency  of  withholding  Dr  ChapHn's  support ;  and  in  May,  at  a  town 
meeting,  the  conunittce  reported  in  favor  of  withholding,  and  a  vote  was  passed  to 
withhold  it. 

'  About  the  same  time,  at  the  request  of  many,  Mr  Todd  commenced  public 
worship,  and  preaching,  in  a  place  provided  for  the  purpose,  for  such  as  chose  to 
attend. 

'  At  a  meeting  of  the  church,  held  at  the  house  of  their  Pastor,  April  5,  1826, 

the  following  preamble  and  votes  were  passed. 

' "  ^V'hereas  this  church,  some  time  since,  voted  that,  in  their  opinion,  our  reve- 
rend Pastor  has  a  right  to  supply  his  pulpit,  during  his  indisposition,  with  such 
assistance  as  he  should  think  proper;  and  whereas  a  conmiittee,  elected  by  the 
town,  have  taken  measures  forcibly  to  debar  our  reverend  and  beloved  Pastor  from 
enjoying  this  right;  and  whereas  our  Pastor  does  not  think  it  consistent  with  his 
age,  his  character,  and  his  sacred  office,  to  claim  his  pulpit  against  force  ; 

'  "  Voted,  That  this  church  are  deeply  grieved  at  such  conduct ;  and  that  for 
this  and  other  reasons,  the  church  deem  it  best  to  postpone  the  communion  for 
the  present." 

'  On  the  seventh  of  June,  the  minority  of  the  church  had  the  sacrament  admin- 
istered at  the  meeting  house. 

'  Before  this  was  done,  the  Pastor  of  the  church,  Dr  Chaplin,  sent  a  remon- 
strance against  it,  to  the  junior  deacon,  as  being  a  violation  of  church  order. 

'  The  church,  by  vote,  approved  of  the  remonstrance  of  their  Pastor,  and  declar- 
ed themselves  aggrieved  by  the  disorderly  conduct  of  the  minority.' 

**  Written  requests  have  repeatedly  been  made  sinrp,  for  the  use  of  the  house  for  lectures, 

and  meetings  of  tiie  church,  and  refused  •,  and  at  one  time,  liavins;  notified  a  meeting  of  his 
churcli  in  the  mcetint;  Ikjusc,  and  findina  the  door  locktul  aaainsi  liini,  the  veneral)le  man 
stood  on  the  sitcpij  of  the  dour,  and  prayed  to  the  God  of  heaven,  and  addressed  his  beloved 
flock.' 
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On  the  first  day  of  January,  1778,  the  Rev.  Daniel  Chaplin 
was  ordained  over  the  church  and  congregation  of  Groton ;  and 
by  votes  of  the  town  passed  before  his  ordination,  he  was  to  re- 
ceive a  certain  salary,  *  so  long  as  he  shall  be  our  minister.' 

On  the  19th  of  November,  1788,  a  number  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Groton  were  incorporated  into  a  separate  parish,  called  the 
First  Presbyterian  Parish  in  Groton.  This  parish  hired  preaching 
for  some  time  and  had  an  organized  church,  but  never  an  ordained 
minister.  Its  numbers  diminished,  and  they  neglected  to  have 
preaching  for  more  than  twenty  years  previous  to  October  25th, 
1819,  when,  in  legal  town  meeting,  the  inhabitants  voted,  'that 
the  distinction  of  First  and  Second  Parishes  in  the  town  of  Gro- 
ton should  be  henceforth  discontinued.' 

On  the  21st  day  of  February,  1804,  the  Trustees  of  Groton 
Ministerial  Fund  were  incorporated.* 

The  original  agreement  between  the  town  and  the  Rev.  Dr 
Chaplin,  relating  to  his  salary,  was  fulfilled  till  the  year  1807; 
and  from  that  time  till  1821,  a  salary  of  $650  per  annum  was 
agreed  on  by  the  parties,  and  paid  by  the  town. 

Although  the  statute  incorporating  the  Groton  Ministerial  Fund 
specially  provides,  that  the  contract  between  the  First  Parish  in 
Groton  and  their  then  present  minister,  should  not  be  altered,  im- 
paired, or  in  any  way  affected  thereby,  yet,  on  the  12th  of 
November,  1821,  a  committee,  previously  chosen,  reported  to  the 
town,  that  they  had  conferred  with  the  Rev.  Dr  Chaplin,  and 
that  he  was  willing  to  receive  the  proceeds  of  the  Ministerial 


*  See  the  Act,  Spec.  Laws,  Vol.  Ill,  p.  318. 
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Fund  for  liis  salary,  and  relinquish  his  contract,  '  so  long  as  he 
shall  receive  the  proceeds  of  said  Fund.'  This  report  was  ac- 
cepted, and  the  Trustees  of  the  Fund  accordingly  paid  the  pro- 
ceeds, being  .$657  per  annum,  to  Dr  Chaphn  till  Jan.  7th,  1826. 

On  the  twentysixth  day  of  October,  1822,  the  Selectmen  of 
Groton  received  a  written  request  from  the  Rev.  Dr  Chaplin, 
that  they  would  insert  in  the  warrant,  which  they  were  then 
making  ibr  a  town  meeting,  an  article  to  ascertain  if  the  town 
would  engage  Mr  James  D.  Farnsworth,  or  some  other  good 
man  to  assist  him  in  his  parochial  duties,  the  then  approaching 
winter.  Such  an  article  was  accordingly  inserted,  and  the  town 
at  their  meeting,  November  4th,  1822,  voted  to  pass  it  over. 

Some- time  in  May  or  Jmie,  1825,  the  Rev.  Dr.  Chaplin  in- 
formed the  congregation  on  the  sabbath,  after  divine  service,  that 
on  the  next  succeeding  sabbath  in  the  forenoon  he  should  preach 
as  usual,  but  that  in  the  afternoon,  he  should  deliver  something 
interesting  both  to  himself  and  the  town,  and  requested  a  general 
attendance  of  the  people  on  that  occasion.  Accordingly,  on  the 
next  sabbath  afternoon,  he  delivered  a  discourse,  with  something 
of  a  departure  from  his  common  manner,  in  which  he  declaimed 
against  Universahsm,  Unitarianism,  and  Socinianism,  which  he 
said  were  very  nearly  allied,  '  but  a  shade  of  difference  between 
them,'  and  extolled  Calvinism  or  Orthodoxy,  and  alluded  to 
his  own  age  and  infirmities,  and  his  having  formerly  made  a  re- 
quest for  assistance,  and  the  town's  '  unceremoniously  passing  it 
over.'  He  then  distinctly  asked  the  town  to  afford  him  assistance 
either  by  hiring  a  preacher,  or  settling  a  colleague,  '  some  ortho- 
dox man,'  saying  that  he  should  not  give  up  his  right  to  the  pulpit, 
and  that  he  would  himself  pay  fifty  dollars  ])cr  annum  for  the 
purpose. 

Nothing  was  immediately  done  by  the  town  or  by  individuals 
in  conse(juencc  of  this  discourse. 

On  Sunday,  July  10th,  1825,  towards  the  close  of  his  discourse 
in  the  afternoon,  Dr  Chaplin  fainted  and  was  led  out  of  the 
meetinghouse,  since  which,  it  is  believed,  ho  has  not  attempted 
to  preach  a  sermon  except  in  the  Union  meetinghouse,  on  the 
afternoon  of  Aj)ril  1st,  1827,  and  again  since  that  date.  For  three 
or  four  sabbaths  after  his  failure,  Dr  Chaplin  made  prayers,  and 
liis  parishioners  read  sermons.  Afterwards,  Mr  John  Tochl,  a. 
licentiate  from  Andover,  preached  three  or  four  sabbaths,  and 
]\lr  Gage,  from  Cambridge,  two  sabbaths;  then  ]\Ir  Todd  again 
until  Thanksgiving  Day,  N()V(Mnl)cM'  2'1th,  1S25,  l>y  whose  in- 
vitation these  g(Mitlenien  prearluMl,  or  who  paid  them,  is  not 
known.  Neither  tlie  town,  nor  cIhucIi  had  any  agency  in  the 
business. 
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About  the  first  of  November,  1825,  the  selectmen  of  Grotoo 
were  requested  by  a  petition,  signed  by  a  competent  number  of 
freeholders,  to  call  a  town  meeting  as  soon  as  the  law  would  per- 
mit, and  to  insert  in  the  warrant  an  article  to  see  if  the  town 
would  proceed  to  settle  Mr  Todd.  As  the  first  selectman  and 
the  town  clerk  were  obhged  to  be  absent  on  business,  the  town 
meeting  was  deferred  till  November  25th.  The  warrant  con- 
tained the  article  requested,  and  also  an  article  inserted  by  the 
^  selectmen,  without  request,  for  the  choice  of  a  committee  to  hire 
preaching  in  case  of  Dr  Chaplin's  inability  to  preach  himself, 
for  a  term  not  exceeding  four  months. 

It  has  been  the  custom  of  the  church  in  Groton,  to  celebrate 
the  Lord's  supper  on  the  first  Sundays  of  April,  June,  August, 
October,  and  December.  On  the  first  sabbath  of  April,  1825,  it 
was  celebrated.  On  the  first  sabbath  of  June,  it  was  omitted 
in  consequence  of  Dr  Chaplin's  indisposition  on  that  day. 
Church  meetings  were  uniformly  called  by  a  request  from  the 
desk  for  the  members  to  tarry  after  divine  service.  No  church 
meeting  was  held,  and  no  sacrament  administered  during  tlie 
summer  of  1825. 

After  the  warrant  for  a  town  meeting  v/as  made,  and  before 
the  meeting,  a  church  meeting  was  called,  to  be  holden  at  Dr\ 
Chaphn's  dwelhng  house.  At  this  meeting  it  was  proposed  to 
give  Mr  Todd  a  call,  but  no  vote  was  taken  upon  the  subject,  and 
the  meeting  was  adjourned  for  a  week.  At  the  adjourned  meet- 
ing, there  were  some  very  improper,  and  even  disgraceful  pro- 
ceedings, respecting  the  rights  of  members  to  vote ;  but  the  vote 
to  give  Mr  Todd  a  call  to  be  their  colleague  pastor  with  Dr 
Chaplin,  was  finally  taken  and  passed.  There  were  about  seven- 
teen yeas,  and  eight  nays.  Nearly  all  the  male  members  of  the 
church  were  present. 

November  25th,  1825,  the  town  meeting  abovementioned  was 
held.  The  vote  of  the  church,  and  their  request  that  the  town 
would  unite  with  them  in  the  settlement  of  Mr  Todd,  were  laid 
before  the  meeting  by  a  committee  of  the  church.  It  was  voted 
to  pass  over  the  article  in  the  warrant  on  that  subject,  by  a  very 
large  majority.*  The  town  then  chose  a  committee  of  seven 
persons  by  ballot,  five  Liberal,  two  Calvanistic,  to  hire  preach- 
ing, in  case  of  the  Rev.  Dr  Chaplin's  inability  to  preach,  for  a 
term  not  exceeding  four  months.  Dr  Chaplin  was  immediately 
furnished  with  a  copy  of  this  vote  of  the  town,  and  with  a  notice 
that  the  committee  would  wait  on  him  to  consult  on  the  execu- 
tion of  their  trust. 

*  The  Result  of  Council  says,  that  the  town  *  took  no  vote  on  the  question.' 
See  the  Introduction  above,  p.  5. 
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A  meeting  accordingly  took  place  on  the  morning  of  the  28th 
of  November.  Dr  Chaplin  was  inquired  of,  whether  or  not  he 
was  able  to  preach,  and  if  he  wished  to  have  a  colleague  settled. 
To  the  first  he  answered  in  the  negative,  and  to  the  last,  in  the  af- 
firmative. The  committee  informed  him  that  they  should  proceed 
to  hire  preaching.  He  then  requested  them  to  state  to  him  in 
WThing,  of  what  religious  tenets  the  person  would  be,  whom  they 
should  hire ;  and  he  claimed  the  right  to  dictate  to  them  on  this 
subject.  The  committee  declined  to  give  such  a  statement,  and 
vindicated  their  right,  as  agents  of  the  town,  to  choose  for  them- 
selves. After  some  debate,  it  was  mutually  agreed,  that  the 
committee  should  supply  the  pulpit,  by  regularly  ordained  minis- 
ters, for  three  or  four  sabbaths.   i\leasures  were  taken  accordingly. 

After  the  expiration  of  two  sabbaths,  the  committee,  finding 
that  their  proceedings  were  not  satisfactory,  again  waited  on  Dr 
Chaplin  to  inquire  if  it  was  probable  that  he  should  be  able  to 
preach  any  part  of  the  winter.  He  informed  them  that  it  was 
not,  but  that  he  would  procure  a  supply  of  the  pul])it.  To  this 
the  committee  objected,  stating  to  him,  that  if  he  was  unable,  it 
was  their  duty,  as  a  committee  of  the  town,  to  provide  preaching 
themselves.    They  accordingly  passed  the  following  resolve. 

'Groton,  December  12th,  1825. 

*  At  a  meeting  of  the  committee  chosen  by  the  inhabitants  of  Gro- 
ton  on  the  25th  of  November  last,  to  supply  the  pulpit  for  a  term  not 
exceeding  four  months, — 

*  Resolved,  that  we  will  use  our  best  endeavours  to  engage  some 
suitable  licensed  minister  of  the  gospel  to  come  and  reside  among  us, 
after  tlie  expiration  of  the  two  next  sabbaths,  to  preacli  on  the  sab- 
baths, and  perform  other  parochial  duties,  in  case  tlic  Rev.  Dr  Cha{>- 
lin  shall  be  unal)le  to  perform  said  duties  himself,  until  tlie  expiration 
of  said  four  months.  Caleb  Butlkr,  Chairman' 

A  copy  of  this  resolve  was  sent  to  Dr  Chaplin  tlic  same  day 
on  which  it  was  passed,  and,  in  conformity  with  it,  tlie  Rev. 
Charles  Robinson  was  soon  after  engagful,  aiul  came  into  town 
in  the  course  of  the  first  week  in  .)anuary,  1S2G. 

On  the  evening  of  the  12ih  of  December,  on  which  the  resolve 
abovementioned  was  passed  and  communicated  to  Dr  Chaplin,  a 
large  number  of  men  assembled  at  Dr  Chaplin's  house  ;  but 
what  counsels  they  took,  is  known  only  by  their  surceeding  acts. 

On  the  next  day,  petitions  to  the  conuniltec  to  hire  Mr  Todd, 
were  circulated  in  every  part  of  the  town,  and  Kkj  names  were 
put  to  them  ;  most  of  them  names  of  individuals  who  were  voters 
ill  town  alTaii  s.  IMany  of  these  names  were  (n  idently  obtained  by 
lalse  reprcs(Mitati()ns  concerning  the  proceedings  of  the  committee. 
The  petitioners  requested  the  committee  to  meet  and  give  them 
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a  hearing,  which  was  complied  with  ;  but,  Mr  Robinson  having 
been  previously  engaged,  the  committee  could  not,  had  they  so 
wished,  grant  the  prayer  of  their  petition.  The  committee  held 
two  pubHc  meetings  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  the  petitioners,  and 
finall}^  voted,  that  they  have  leave  to  withdraw  their  petition. 
The  following  paper  will  show  what  considerations  induced  them 
to  come  to  this  result. 

*The  committee,  chosen  by  the  inhabitants  of  Groton  at  their 
town  meeting  November  25,  1825,  to  supply  the  pulpit  for  a  limited 
time,  in  case  of  the  Rev.  Dr  Chaplin's  inability  to  preach,  having 
under  consideration  the  petition  of  a  large  number  of  inhabitants, 
make  the  following  exposition  of  their  views  and  reasons  for  their 
determination  thereon ;  viz. 

'  When  the  duties  of  the  committee  first  devolved  on  them  by  vote 
of  the  town,  a  very  considerable  excitement  existed  among  the  inhab- 
itants concerning  the  individual,  whom  the  committee  are  now 
petitioned  to  employ  as  a  teacher  of  morality  and  religion ;  some 
being  ardently  desirous  of  his  settlement  as  colleague  with  our  reve- 
rend pastor,  while  a  very  large  majority,  if  their  suffrages  on  the 
question  can  be  considered  as  evidence,  were  as  strongly  opposed  to 
such  a  measure.  To  allay  this  excitement,  and  to  produce  unanimity 
and  harmony  amongst  the  inhabitants,  was  a  main  object  with  the 
committee,  and  formed  the  principal  topic  of  their  first  deliberations. 
To  attain  so  desirable  an  object,  the  committee  deemed  it  expedient, 
in  the  first  instance,  to  have  religious  services  performed  by  such 
teachers  as  could  in  no  event  be  considered  as  candidates  for  settle- 
ment amongst  us.  Measures  to  that  effect  were  accordingly  taken, 
and  such  teachers  engaged  for  four  sabbaths.  After  the  expiration 
of  two  of  those  sabbaths,  and  before  the  draft  of  the  petition  under 
consideration,  the  committee  resolved  to  provide  some  suitable  licens- 
ed preacher,  to  come  and  reside  amongst  us,  and  perform  parochial 
duties  for  the  remainder  of  the  time  to  which  their  power  extended, — 
the  Rev.  Dr  Chaplin  having  signified  to  them  the  improbability  of 
his  being  able  to  preach  himself, — and  they  took  measures  to  carry 
that  resolve  into  execution.  The  prayer  of  the  petitioners  was  there- 
fore in  part  granted  in  anticipation ;  a  circumstance  well  known  to 
G)  the  projectors  of  the  petition,  but  probably  unknown  to  many  who 

^  were  procured  to  subscribe  it.    The  other  part  could  not  conve- 

CNl  niently  be  granted,  were  the  committee  so  disposed  ;  other  arrange- 

00  ments  having  been  previously  made,  as  before  stated. 

q5  *  Though  the  committee  have  been  empowered  by  the  town  to  act 

g  according  to  their  own  best  discretion  for  a  limited  time,  they  would 

^  gladly  receive  instruction  from  the  prudent,  and  take  counsel  of  the 

(v^  wise ;  but  it  is  far  from  being  manifest,  that  a  compliance  with  the 

52  views  of  the  petitioners  comports  with  the  conciliatory  plan  of  the 

^  committee.    Higher  excitements  and  more  irreconcilable  differences, 

it  is  verily  believed,  would  be  produced  by  such  a  measure. 

'  The  best  discretion  of  the  committee  has  directed  them  not  to 
introduce  to  the  desk  persons,  for  and  against  whom  strong  attach- 
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ments  and  antipatliies  have  been  formed,  but  to  seek  for  one  in 
regard  to  whom  there  may  be  more  unanimity  of  opinion. 

'  The  committee  cannot  pass  over  the  extraordinary  manner  in 
which  subscriptions  to  the  petition  under  consideration  were  obtained, 
and  some  other  circumstances  attending  it,  without  a  remark  or  two. 
It  seems,  that  as  soon  as  the  determination  of  the  committee  to  pro- 
cure a  preacher  to  come  and  reside  amongst  us  was  made,  a  number 
of  the  petitioners  assembled,  drew  up,  and  signed  the  petition,  and 
caused  it  to  be  carried,  witli  great  expedition,  notwithstanding  the 
inclemency  of  the  weather  at  that  time,  to  every  part  of  the  town  ; 
that  much  persuasion,  and  statements  which  had  no  foundation  in 
truth,  were  generally  used  to  obtain  signatures,  and  that  a  great 
number  of  tho'subscribers  to  it  never  did,  and  probably  never  would 
hear  the  person  they  petitioned  for,  preach,  liaving  been  induced  to 
put  their  names  to  it,  more  from  the  false  information  given  them, 
than  from  their  attachment  to  the  person  named  in  the  petition. 

'  It  was  well  understood  by  the.  projectors  of  the  petition  before  they 
drew  it  up,  that  a  majority  of  the  committee  were  determined  not  to 
employ  the  person  they  request  they  would  employ,  and  that  at  the 
time  it  was  presented, — if  not  before,  as  one  of  them  stated, — he 
.  could  not  be  obtained.  Under  all  these  circumstances,  may  we  not 
be  permitted  to  inquire,  '  For  what  purpose  were  all  the  trouble, 
fatigue,  persuasion,  and  false  statements  of  the  projectors  of  the 
petition  ?  What  sincerity  could  there  be  in  petitioning  for  what  in 
part  had  been  already  granted,  and  for  what  in  part  was  unattainable  ? 
Had  their  motives  been  pure  and  christianlike,  would  they  have  usod, 
or  permitted  to  be  used,  falsehoods,  to  obtain  their  purpose  ?'  The 
committee  would  gladly  imagine  they  had  almost  any  other  motives, 
than  those  which  are  most  obviously  suggested  by  their  proceedings; 
to  wit,  to  keep  up  an  excitement,  draw  lines  of  separation,  and  or- 
ganize a  party.  ' 

*  The  committee  are  not  yet  without  strong  hopes,  that  if  their 
fellow  townsmen  will  attend  public  worship,  hear,  and  judge  for 
themselves  of  the  religious  instruction  to  be  given,  with  honest, 
devout,  and  charitable  minds,  that  a  religious  instructcr  may  be 
found,  who  will  dispcMise  to  us  the  word  of  life,  and  unite  as  great  a 
majority  of  us  as  could  be  expected  in  so  numerous  a  socit-ty,  in  the 
{>oMds  of  peace,  love,  and  good  fellowship,' 

The  above  were  the  views  of  the  committee  ;  but  they  voted, 
merely  that  the  petitioners  h\\\  c  leave  to  withdraw  their  jietition. 

On  iMr  Robinson's  arri\  ;d  in  town,  he  was  introduced  ])y  the 
connnitlce  to  Dr  Cha))!in,  as  the  person  they  had  cnijdoyed  to 
[)r(\ich  in  case  of  his  own  inability,  isic.,  and  Dr  Cha|din  was  in- 
\it('(i  to  hoard  AFr  Uobinsoii,  as  he  had  Mv  Todd.  lie  ch'elined 
lo  do  it. 

On  Saturdnv  cvcniiiL:;  about  nine  o'eloe]^,  the  clinii-iuan  of  ihe 
coiiunittee  received  the  Ibllowin":;  note  from  Dr  (.'liaplin. 

*  (J r\ rt,i  Mi".\, — A  fler  mnturcMvllecticm,  1  have  llK)nght  it  my  duty 
to  rrmou^ii  aK^  oiice  \iun(\  against  your  tin  noting  a  man  into  my  pulpit 
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against  my  wishes,  and,  as  I  believe,  against  the  wishes  of  a  majority 
of  this  people.  Yours,  &c.  Daniel  Chaplin.'  ^ 

'January  7,  1826.' 

At  the  same  time  Mr  Robinson  received  the  communication 
which  follows. 

'  Gi-oton,  January  7th,  1826. 

*  Sir, — I  think  it  my  duty  to  make  to  you  the  following  statement. 
Two  thirds  of  the  church  in  this  place,  and  more  than  half  the  voters, 
have  expressed  their  wish  to  hear  a  gentleman  preach,  with  whom 
they  are  already  acquainted.  I  have  remonstrated  against  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  committee  who  have  employed  you,  and  wish  you  to 
understand  that  if  you  go  into  my  pulpit  to  preach,  you  will  do  it 
with  my  decided  disapprobation.  As  your  character  is  unknown  to 
me,  this  communication  can  be  made  with  no  feelings  of  personal 
hostility  to  you,  and  it  is  hoped  it  will  be  kindly  received. 

'  Yours,  with  respect, 

'  D.  Chaplin,  Pastor  of  the  Church  in  Groton.' 

A  meeting  of  the  committee  was  immediately  called,  and  the 
following  answer  to  the  letter  addressed  to  them,  agreed  on  and 
communicated. 

'  Sunday  Morning,  January  8th,  1826. 
'  To  THE  Rev.  D.  Chaplin,  D.  D.  &c. 

*  Rev.  Sir, — Your  note  to  the  committee  for  supplying  the  pulpit, 
was  received  at  a  late  hour  last  evening,  and  the  earliest  practicable 
opportunity  is  taken  to  consider  and  answer  it. 

'  It  is  matter  of  deep  concern  to  us,  that  after  your  repeated  request 
to  the  town  to  afford  you  assistance  in  your  parochial  duties,  our  first 
efforts  as  their  agents,  after  some  delay,  to  meet  your  desires,  should 
not  receive  your  approbation.  We  have  been  legally  vested  by  the 
town  with  power,  for  a  limited  time,  to  perform  an  important,  a  sa- 
cred duty.  Happy  should  we  be  if  in  the  discharge  of  that  duty,  the 
dictates  of  our  best  judgment  should  lead  us  to  pursue  such  measures, 
as  would  promote  the  peace,  the  harmony,  and  above  all,  the  moral 
and  religious  improvement  of  our  constituents,  and  at  the  same  time, 
to  act  in  accordance  with  your  wishes.  The  committee  are  desirous 
to  appreciate  with  due  respect,  any  counsel  or  advice  you  may  con- 
descend to  give  us ;  but  if  in  compliance  with  it,  we  must  sacrifice 
the  most  invaluable  rights  and  interests  of  our  constituents,  it  cannot 
be  followed. 

'  We  consider  it  our  imperious  duty  to  supply  the  pulpit,  unless 
you  are  able  to  preach,  and  we  shall  endeavour  to  discharge  that 
duty  the  short  period  to  which  our  power  extends,  unless  that  power 
should  be  sooner  revoked  by  the  same  authority  which  gave  it. 
'  By  order  of  the  Committee, 

'  Caleb  Butler,  Chairman.^ 

Sunday,  January  8th,  deacon  S.  Lawrence  announced  that  a 
church  meeting  would  be  held  at  Dr  Chaplin's  house  on  the  10th. 
At  this  meeting  the  members  generally  attended.    Some  of  the 
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proceedings  are  stated  in  the  Result  of  Council.*  The  minority, 
however,  did  not  vote.  Their  other  proceedings  are  not  interest- 
ing. 

January  IGih,  a  caucus  was  held  at  Mr  Daniel  Shattuck's  tav- 
ern, as  stated  in  the  Result  of  Council,  t 

On  Saturday  evening,  January  21st,  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee received  the  following  note  from  Dr  Chaplin. 

'  Gioton,  Januarj^  20,  1826. 
'Gentlemen, — I  have  already  apprised  you,  in  your  official  capa- 
city, that  I  was  desirous  of  supplying  my  pulpit,  at  my  own  expense. 
I  think  it  my  duty  to  say  to  you,  that  it  is  still  my  desire;  and  to 
add,  that  I  understand  it  to  he  the  wish  of  most  of  my  church,  and 
of  a  majority  of  my  helovcd  flock,  that  I  should  do  it.  I  am  prepared 
to  supply  to-morrow ;  and  shall  be  hereafter,  for  the  present. 

'  Yours,  &.C.  Daniel  Chaplin.' 

This  note  contains  the  first  mention,  that  Dr  Chaplin  would 
supply  the  pulpit  at  his  'own  expense.' 

The  committee  returned  the  answer  here  given. 

'  Groton,  January  21,  1826. 

•  To  THE  Rev.  D.  CHAPLI^^  D.  D.  &c. 

*  Rev.  Sir, — Your  note  of  the  20th  instant  has  just  been  received 
by  tlie  town's  committee  for  sup])lyiiig  the  pulpit. 

'  You  have  heretofore.  Rev.  Sir,  been  apprised,  both  by  oral  and 
written  communications,  of  the  powers  and  the  duties  ot  the  com- 
mittee whom  you  address,  and  also  of  their  determination  to  discharge 
their  duties  witliin  the  limits  of  their  poAvers,  according  to  tlicir  b(^st 
discretion.  We  have  nothing  now  to  retract  from  our  former  resolu- 
tions and  determinations ;  but  we  arc  constrained  to  add,  tliat  from 
circumstances  I  wliicli  have  transpired  since  our  last  conununication 
to  you,  tlie  obligation  to  a  decisive  and  faithful  disciiarge  of  our 
duty  has  become  mor(^  imperative  upon  us.  On  this  seems  to  de- 
pend wlietlier  tlie  legal  acts  of  the  town  shall  be  carried  into  effect; 
or  whether  the  legally  constituted  authorities  shall  be  overawed  by 
the  measures  of  individuals  acting  witliout  legal  j)owers.  Deeply 
impressed  with  this  sense  of  our  duty,  we  very  respectfully  request 
you.  Rev.  Sir,  not  to  attempt  to  supj)ly  the  pul])it  during  the  short 
continuance  of  our  powers,  and  that  you  would  conuuunicate  this 
not(^,  with  all  other  documents  in  your  possession  on  tliis  important 
fiubject,  to  tlie  person  you  liavc  provided  to  preach  tomorrow,  that 
no  misunderstaiiding  may  disturb  r(Migious  services  on  the  Lord's 
day.  lie  niu.><t  distinctly  understand,  that  we  liave,  in  the  legal  dis- 
charge of  our  <luly,  |)rovi(l('(l  a  sui)|)ly  of  the  ])ulpit,  and  that  if  he 
should  attempt  to  rnivr  it,  he  will  Uv  responsible  for  any  coiisecjuences 
which  may  Ibllow  ,  in  the  course  of  a  just,  legal,  and  firiu  o|)position 
to  such  an  altemi)1. 

*i!!ec  thi'  Introduction  al)ovo,  p.  5.    ]  Ibid.      |  The  caucus     Shattuck's  (avrrn. 
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*  You  will  distinctly  understand,  Rev.  Sir,  at  all  times,  that  your 
personal  attendance  in  the  pulpit  is  not  objected  to  by  the  committee, 
but  cordially  desired.  Per  order  of  the  committee, 

^  Caleb  Butler,  Chairman.^ 

A  considerable  number  of  persons  who  came  to  attend  meet- 
ing that  sabbathj  finding  that  the  clergyman  provided  by  Dr 
Chaplin  did  not  come  to  the  meetinghouse,  returned  to  their 
homes  ;  and  the  majority  of  the  church,  viz.  those  who  had  voted 
in  favor  of  setthng  Mr  Todd,  have  never  attended  meeting  in  the 
public  meetinghouse  since.  With  regard  to  '  forcible  resistance,'* 
spoken  of  by  the  council,  httle  need  be  said  but  to  deny  it.  The 
letter  of  the  committee  shows  the  ground  taken  by  them..  There 
was  no  parade  of  surroundmg  the  pulpit  with  arms  or  armed 
men,  except  in  imagination.  In  the  quotation  t  which  the  Council 
make  from  the  committee's  reply  to  Dr  Chaplin,  how^ever,  it  is 
not  obvious  to  whom  '  He'  refers.  But  it  in  fact  refers  to  the 
person  Dr  Chaplin  had  provided  to  preach,  not,  as  most  readers 
of  the  Result  of  Council  must  suppose,  to  Dr  Chaplin  himself. 

Nothing  w^orthy  of  notice  occurred  from  this  time  till  the  annu- 
al town  meeting  in  March.    The  committee  then  made  report  of 
their  doings,  which  was  accepted  by  the  town,  and  ordered  to 
'    be  put  on  file.    It  was  as  follows  : 

'  The  committee  chosen  by  the  town  of  Groton,  Nov.  25th,  1825,, 
to  supply  the  pulpit,  in  case  of  the  Rev:  Dr.  Chaplin's  inability  to 
preach,  according  to  their  best  discretion,  for  a  term  not  exceeding 
four  months,"  respectfully  ask  leave  to  make  the  following  report  to 
the  town  of  their  proceedings  in  discharge  of  that  duty ;  viz. 

*  When  your  committee  first  entered  upon  the  business  assigned 
them,  a  very  considerable  excitement,  it  is  well  known,  existed 
among  the  inhabitants  respecting  the  manner  in  which  the  pulpit 
had  been  supplied  for  the  preceding  months ;  a  person  having  preach- 
ed the  greater  part  of  that  time,  who  had  neither  been  invited  thereto, 
nor  paid  therefor,  by  the  town.  To  allay  excitement  and  promote 
harmony  and  unanimity,  was  a  desirable  object  with  your  committee ; 
to  attain  which  they  deemed  it  expedient  to  provide  preaching  at 
first  by  ordained  ministers,  till  some  suitable  licensed  person  could 
be  obtained,  for  whom  no  partialities,  and  against  whom  no  preju- 
dices, had  been  formed. 

^  But  previous  to  taking  any  step  in  our  duty,  it  was  necessary  to 
consult  with  the  Rev.  Dr  Chaplin,  and  ascertain  whether  or  not  he 
was  able  to  preach  himself ;  for  in  case  of  his  inability  only  had  your 
.        committee  any  duties  to  perform.    At  the  first  interview  your  com- 
l;       mittee  had  with  him,  after  declaring  himself  in  too  feeble  a  state  of 
health  to  preach,  he  requested  them  to  state  in  writing  of  what  par« 
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licular  religions  tenets  the  person  would  be,  whom  they  should 
employ  to  preach ;  and  they  understood  him  to  assume  the  right  to 
dictate  in  this  particular.  It  was  however  waved  for  that  time,  and 
conceded  tnat  your  committee  might  supply  as  they  might  think  ex- 
pedient, for  three  or  four  sabbaths. 

'  Previous  to  the  expiration  of  those  sabbaths,  your  committee, — 
finding  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  town  were  desirous  of  having  a 
minister  unconnected  with  any  religious  society  to  preacli  and  reside 
with  them,  and  learning  that  probably  the  Rev.  Mr  Robinson,  of 
whom  they  had  a  high  recommendation,  could  be  engaged, — had 
another  interview  with  the  Rev.  Dr  Chaplin,  when  he  claimed  the 
right  to  provide  a  preacher  himself  Notwithstanding  our  anxious 
desire  to  act  in  accordance  with  his  views,  duty  to  ourselves  and  our 
constituents  bound  us  to  resist  such  an  assumption  ;  and  we  resolved 
forthwith  to  engage  some  suitable  licensed  minister  of  the  gospel  to 
come  and  reside  with  us  and  perform  parochial  duties ;  a  copy  of 
which  resolution  was  communicated  to  him  [Dr  C],  and  it  was  soon 
after  executed  in  the  engagement  of  the  Rev.  Charles  Robinson  for 
the  remainder  of  the  time  during  which  our  powers  were  to  continue. 

'  Soon  after  this,  your  committee  were  presented  with  a  petition, 
subscribed  by  a  very  large  number  of  the  inhabitants,  praying  ns  to 
procure  Mr  John  Todd  to  come  and  supply  the  pulpit  with  the  Rev. 
Dr  Chaplin's  consent.  This  petition,  being  first  presented  at  a  time 
posterior  to  the  engagement  of  the  Rev,  Mr  Robinson,  could  not 
conveniently  be  granted,  had  we  been  inclined  so  to  do.  Moreover 
it  was  found  on  enquiry,  that  there  were  some  peculiar  circumstances 
attending  the  making  and  subscribing  of  the  petition,  which  were 
sufficient  reasons  why  it  sliould  not  be  complied  with  ;  circumstances, 
which  convinced  your  committee,  that  the  projectors  of  it  had  other 
motives,  other  views,  and  other  objects  to  attain  than  those  expressed. 

'  At  a  subsequent  period  your  committee  received  a  written  com- 
munication from  tlic  Rev.  Dr  Chaplin,  remonstrating  against  our 
"  thrusting  a  man  into  his  puli)it,"  as  he  was  pleased  to  express  it, 
"against  his  wishes,"  and  at  the  same  time,  the  Rev,  Mr  Robinson 
received  a  similar  remonstrance  against  his  entering  the  pulpit.  To 
this  your  committee  returned  such  answer,  as  tlieir  veneration  for 
their  pastor,  and  a  sense  of  their  duty  to  their  constituents,  dictated. 

*  Afterwards  your  committee  understood  that  a  large  number  of 
the  inhabitants  assembled  and  voted  to  request  the  Rev.  Dr  Chaplin 
to  engage  some  person  to  su]>i)ly  the  puli)it,  and  communicated  tlieir 
proceedings  to  him;  and  on  the  succeeding  Saturday  evening  a 
written  notice  was  received  from  him,  that  he  had  i)rovi(led  for  the 
next  day,  and  tli(Meaft(^r  for  tlu^  ))resent.  Again  a  desire  to  act  in 
accordanct^  with  our  rever(Ml  pastor,  and,  at  the  same  time,  not  to 
rcIiiKiuisli  any  ess(>ntial  rights  of  our  constituents,  placed  ns  in  an 
nnbarrassing  situation.  ]Jut,  considering  and  believing  that  in  this 
wholiMrnnsaction,  h(^  had  not  i)een  guided  by  that  cautious  prudence 
for  which  he  had  becMi  h(Tetofor(»  remarkabU^  i)nt  by  the  counsel 
and  a(lvic(^  of  others,  and  that  on  the  question  of  legal  right  there 
could  be  no  doubt, — wc  considered  a  strict  and  faithful  discharge  of 
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our  duty  more  imperative  upon  us,  and  we  determined  to  persevere 
therein,  and  not  be  deterred  by  any  lawless  proceedings  or  ground- 
less assumptions  of  right  whatsoever;  and  we  gave  due  notice  of 
such  determination  to  the  Rev.  Dr  Chaplin,  and  to  the  person  he 
had  provided  to  preach.  Since  this  transaction,  your  committee  have 
been  permitted,  without  further  embarrassment,  to  discharge  the 
duties  assigned  them.  * 

*  In  conclusion,  your  committee  would  observe,  that  although  many 
unedifying  discussions  and  painful  occurrences  have  taken  place  in 
the  course  of  a  few  months  past,  in  relation  to  the  performance  of 
their  duty,  that  notwithstanding  the  social  intercourse  between  friends 
and  neighbours  has  been  temporarily  interrupted,  and  the  rights  of 
hospitality  violated ;  yet  some  good  they  verily  hope  and  believe  may 
result  from  these  evils.  A  spirit  of  inquiry  is  awakened.  Many 
will  hereby  acquire  knowledge  on  important  subjects  of  which  there 
has  heretofore  been  a  culpable  ignorance.  And  as  the  irascible  and 
malevolent  passions  of  men  cannot  be  in  a  state  of  perpetual  activity, 
nor  frauds  and  misrepresentations  forever  conceal  the  truth,  when 
those  shall  give  place  to  calm  reason  and  christianlike  candor,  and 
these  be  detected  and  exposed ;  then  will  the  designs  of  ambition  be 
frustrated,  and  peace,  harmony,  and  unanimity  be  restored  to  the 
town.  By  order  of  the  committee. 

*  Caleb  Butler,  Chairman.^ 

At  the  town  meeting  in  March,  the  powers  of  the  committee 
w^ere  continued  for  six  months  longer,  and  the  two  Calvinists 
who  had  hitherto  made  a  part  of  it,  were  excused  from  any  fur- 
ther service,  at  their  own  request. 

From  January  21,  to  April  1,  1826,  the  seceders  held  meet- 
ings at  Dr  Chaplin's  house  and  other  places,  for  religious  wor- 
ship, on  sabbath  and  other  days. 

Mr  Todd  then  returned,  and,  as  stated  in  the  Result  of  Coun- 
cil, '  commenced  public  w^orship  and  preaching,  in  a  place  pro- 
vided for  the  purpose,  for  such  as  chose  to  attend.'  f 

In  the  warrant  for  March  meeting,  there  was  inserted  an  article, 
'  To  choose  a  committee  to  examine  the  original  contract  be- 
tween the  Rev.  Dr  Chaplin  and  the  town,  and  the  legality  and 
expediency  of  appropriating  the  proceeds  of  the  Ministerial  Fund 
to  the  discharge  thereof,  and  to  make  report  on  the  whole  sub- 
ject for  the  information  and  future  conduct  of  the  town.' 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  to  April,  when  a  committee  was 
chosen,  wdio  made  the  following  report,  which  was  accepted  at 
the  town  meeting  in  May. 

*  An  account  of  expenses  incurred  in  providing  preaching  is  here  omitted  as  un- 
important. 

t  See  the  Introduction  above,  p,  6, 
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'  The  undersigned  committee,  appointed  by  tlie  town  of  Groton 
at  the  annual  March  meeting,  liolden  by  adjournment  on  tlie  third 
day  of  April,  A.  D.  "to  examine  the  original  contract  between 

the  Rev.  Dr  Chaplin,  &lc."  [according  to  the  article  in  the  war- 
rant given  above,]  report,  that  they  have  examined  the  town  and 
j)arish  records  luid  find  that  Dr  Chaplin's  settlement  was  three  hun- 
dred pounds,  and  his  annual  salary  lor  the  three  first  years  from  the 
time  of  his  affirmative  answer,  given  at  a  town  meeting  October 
27th,  1777,  one  hundred  pounds,  and  afterwards  eighty  })ounds  an- 
nually, "  so  long  as  he  shall  be  our  niinistcr,''  to  be  estimated  on  cer- 
tain enumerated  articles,  specified  on  record  with  the  prices,  as  in 
tlie  year  1774,  by  "  a  committee  to  be  annually  chosen  by  the  toirn." 

'  This  your  committee  find  to  be  the  original  contract  between  the 
town  and  said  Chaplin,  which  has  never  been  altered  by  the  par- 
ties, but  has  been  fully  satisfied  on  the  part  of  the  town  up  to  the 
year  1807,  from  which  time  up  to  the  year  18"21  inclusive,  he  has 
received  in  lieu  of  his  contract,  from  the  town,  or  first  parish,  once 
so  called,  the  sum  of  six  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  each  year,  in  dis- 
charge, or  satisfaction  of  said  contract,  for  that  period  of  time. 

'  It  appears  by  a  report  of  a  committee  of  the  town,  November 
12th,  1821,  that  said  Chaplin  was  "willing  to  receive  tlie  proceeds 
of  said  Fund  for  his  salary,  and  relinquish  his  said  contract,  so  long 
as  he  shall  receive  the  proceeds  of  said  Fund and  it  is  believed  that 
he  has  received  the  same  of  the  Trustees  since  that  time,  aoccrdingly, 
up  to  the  seventh  of  January  last. 

'  Here  your  committee  are  impressed  that  it  is  essentially  incum- 
bent on  them,  agreeably  to  their  instructions  from  the  town,  to  com- 
iriunicate,  as  far  as  they  are  now  able,  such  other  facts  as  lead  to  a 
result  of  their  inquiries. 

*  It  must  l)e  remembered  that  the  Ministerial  Fund  arose  chietly 
from  the  donation  of  Josiah  Sawtell  Estp  to  the  town,  for  the  "  sup- 
})ort  of  the  gosiiel  ministry,"  as  declared  in  his  last  w  ill.  This  char- 
ity being  real  estate,  and  yi(>lding  little  or  no  income,  tlie  town  or 
parish  obtained  authority  to  sell  and  convey,  tlie  better  to  promote 
tiie  design  of  the  donor;  and  also  procured  the  act  of  incorporation, 
constituting  "  the  Trustees  of  Groton  Ministerial  Fund,"  who  art; 
vf'sted  with  authority  to  hold  and  manage  pro])erty  "  in  trust,  for  the 
supp(jrt  and  maint(Miance  of  the  gosp(>l  ministry  in  said  town,  or 
parish."  This  act  vests  no  power  or  right  in  Dr  C'iiaplin,  to  demand 
or  claim  the  income  of  said  Fund  ;  but  it  makes  it  the  duty  of  the 
"^IVustees  to  |)av  said  income  "  to  such  teacluM'  or  teacliers  of  religion 
as  shall  be  regularly  ordained  and  settled  in  said  parish,"  but  not  to 
hini,  exj)ressly  declaring  that  liis  contract  with  t]i(>  town  shall  not  in 
any  wise  be  alfecttMl  thcTehy. 

'  We  are  therefore  of  o|)inion,  that  the  'I'rustei^s  ouirlit  not  to  aj)- 
propriate  the  proceeds  of  the  l''und  to  Dr  Chaplin,  in  discharge  of 
the  original  contract  made  w  ith  liiin  by  tli(^  town,  inasmuch  as  such 
procee<!s  are  in  trust  onlv,  to  be  appro|)riate(l  acc«)r(ling  to  the  do- 
nor'^ niteiitions  :in(l  d<><iirn<,  as  the  law  sp(M-ialh  i)ro\  ide^,  in  com- 


19 


pensatioii  of  duties  and  services  actually  performed  by  such  teacher 
or  teachers  of  religion  as  shall  be  regularly  settled  in  said  town  or 
parish.  '  James  Prescott,  \ 

'April  29th,  1826,  '  Samuel  Dana,         >  Committee,' 

*  Luther  Lawrence,  j 

This,  it  is  presumed,  is  what  in  the  Result  of  Council,  is  called, 
voting  to  withhold  Dr  Chaplin's  support.*  T^is  was  not,  iiow- 
ever,  the  spirit  of  the  vote,  as  will  readily  be  perceived  by  the 
report. 

Some  time  in  the  latter  part  of  March,  1826,  deacon  J.  Saw- 
tell  and  C.  Butler  Esq.,  both  church  members,  both  having  con- 
tinued to  worship  in  the  meetinghouse,  and  botli  members  of  tlit* 
committee,  called  on  Dr  Chaphn,  and  reminded  him  that  tiie 
sacrament  of  the  Lord's  supper  had  not  been  administered  for 
nearly  a  year ;  that  the  usual  time  for  the  first  administratioii  of 
that  ordinance  in  the  spring,  viz.  the  first  sabbath  in  April,  was 
near  at  hand,  and,  that  the  whole  church  might  assemble  together 
to  join  in  that  ordinance,  they  proposed  to  him,  that  Mr  Robinson 
should,  by  exchange,  or  otherwise,  procure  any  of  the  neighbour- 
ing ministers,  whom  he,  Dr  Chaplin,  should  nominate,  to  preach 
and  administer  the  sacrament.  Dr  Chaplin  replied,  that  the 
church  were  in  a  divided  state  ;  that  they  differed  in  what  was 
essential  to  the  christian  rehgion ;  that  they  were  not  in  a  suita- 
ble state  of  mind  to  partake  of  that  ordinance,  and  that  he  should 
not  consent  to  its  administration. 

Soon  after  this,  a  church  meeting  was  held  at  Dr  Chaplin's 
house,  at  which  two  only  of  those  members  who  continued  to 
worship  in  the  meetinghouse  attended.  Religious  exercises  Vvere 
performed,  but  no  vote  of  the  church  was  taken.  Dr  Chaphn 
mentioned  that  it  was  intended  the  sacrament  of  the  Lord's  sup- 
per should  soon  be  administered  ;  and  the  meeting  was  adjourned 
to  take  the  subject  into  consideration.  The  offer  to  have  a 
neighbouring  minister,  whom  he  should  choose,  to  administer  it, 
was  renewed  by  one  of  the  committee ;  to  which  he  answered, 
that  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  administer  it  himself.  At  the  ad- 
journed meeting,  April  5fh,  only  one  of  the  worshippers  in  the 
meetinghouse  attended,  when  the  votes  mentioned  in  the  Result 
of  Council,  f  together  with  others  adopting  new  church  regu- 
lations, were  passed.  The  meeting  was  further  adjourned  ;  but 
the  worshippers  in  the  meetinghouse,  foreseeing  that  a  separa- 
tion would  take  place,  attended  as  members  no  more. 

In  the  last  part  of  May  or  first  part  of  June,  the  seceders  pur  - 
chased a  lot  of  land  and  begun  the  foundation  of  a  new  meeting- 
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house.  Tlie  deed  was  made  lo  tlirec  persons,  all  church  mem- 
bers, and  the  use  of  the  land  was  limited  to  the  purpose  of  a 
house  for  religious  worship.  July  4th,  the  corner  stone  was  laid 
with  religious  ceremonies.    Dr  Chaplin  attended. 

Sunday,  IMay  2Sth,  182G,  a  church  meeting  was  notified  in 
the  usual  manner,  from  the  desk,  in  the  meetinghouse.  None 
of  course  attended  hut  the  worshippers  there.  It  was  voted 
that  the  sacrament  should  be  administered  at  the  usual  time  ;  viz. 
the  first  sabbath  in  June. 

The  preparatory  lecture  was  accordingly  preached,  June  2d, 
and  the  sacrament  administered  June  4th. 

The  communicants  were  those  only  who  continued  to  wor- 
ship in  the  meclingliouse,  with  a  few  members  of  other  churches. 
Previous  to  the  administration  of  the  ordinance,  deacon  Sawtell 
received  through  the  post  oflicc,  a  remonstrance  against  the 
procedure,  but  no  notice  was  taken  of  it. 

A  notice  for  a  church  meeting  was  posted,  June  4th,  in  these 
words : 

'  Public  Notice. 
'  I  have  been  requested  by  several  members  of  my  church  to  call 
a  meeting  of  said  church.  I  therefore  appoint  a  meeting  of  the 
church  to  be  holden  at  my  house,  on  Friday,  the  9th  of  June,  attliree 
o'clock,  P.  M.  to  transact  any  business  that  may  come  before  the 
church.  Daniel  Ciiai'lix,  Moderator.^ 

A  church  meeting  was  accordingly  holden  at  Dr  Chaplin's 
house.  None  but  the  seceders  were  present,  except  C.  Butler, 
who  requested  diat  the  records  of  the  church  meeting  holden  in 
the  meetinghouse.  May  28th,  which  he  produced,  might  be  put 
upon  tlie  churcli  book,  or  that  he  might  have  the  book  to  tran- 
scribe them  into  it.  This  being  refused,  he  declined  acting  with 
the  church  as  a  member,  and  requested  that  in  the  records  of 
that  meeting  it  might  be  so  noticed. 

This  was  the  last  church  meeting  IioIcUmi  by  the  seceders,  at 
which  any  one  of  the  others  attended.  At  this  meeting  two  dea- 
cons were  chosen  ;  and  it  being  customary,  tliat  the  junior  deacon 
by  age,  should  have  the  care  and  possession  of  tlu^  cluuTh  uten- 
sils, the  younger  one  then  chosen  immediately  rc^paired  to 
deacon  Sawtell,  and  demanded  the  utensils,  which  he  ri^fuseil  to 
deliver. 

At  a  l(nvu  nuxMiiig  hohh^i,  .Iun(^  10,  18 JO,  it  was  \-otcul,  \  \2 
to  87,  '  that  thc^  conuuiltec^  heretofore  chos(Mi  to  provide  ])reach- 
ing  in  iIk^  town  or  ])aris]i,  be  andh^rised  and  directed  to  employ 
sucli  preacher  as  thev  may  will  \)v  most  acceptable  lo 

said  town  or  parish,  as  a  candidate  for  seltiement  in  said  town 

j);iri-h.'    'J'lie  committee  accordingly  engaged  i\lr  Uoljiuson, 
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who,  from  this  time,  and  not  as  mentioned  in  the  Result  of  Coun- 
cil,"^ from  January  7,  preached  on  probation. 

July  2d,  a  church  meeting  was  notified  in  the  usual  manner  in 
the  meetinghouse,  and  holden  after  divine  service,  at  which  a 
committee  was  chosen,  whose  duty  will  be  seen  by  their  report 
made  at  the  adjourned  meeting,  July  23d,  when  the  church  unan- 
imously elected  the  Rev,  Charles  Robinson  to  be  their  pastor. 

*  The  subscribers,  a  committee  chosen  by  the  church  of  Christ 
in  Groton,  July  2d,  1826,  to  prepare  regulations  for  the  future  gov- 
ernment of  this  church,  have  attended  to  the  duty  assigned  them, 
and  ask  leave  to  report : 

'  That,  as  a  number  of  church  members  have  of  late  withdravv^n 
themselves  from  public  worship  and  the  administration  of  the  word 
and  ordinances  of  the  gospel  with  us  in  this  place,  and  have  associ- 
ated themselves  with  sundry  other  persons  in  worshipping  at  a  dif- 
ferent place,  and  in  preparing  for  the  erection  and  establishment  of 
another  house  for  public  worship,  thereby  manifesting  an  evident 
intention  of  a  permanent  separation ;  and,  as  those  members  have 
also,  as  we  learn,  held  sundry  meetings  as  a  church  separate  from 
us,  who  have  continued  to  attend  on  the  ordinances  at  this  place  ; 
passed  resolves,  and  adopted  restrictive  regulations,  not  practised  or 
known  heretofore  in  the  church  in  this  place,  relating  to  the  disci- 
pline thereof  and  the  admission  of  members;  your  committee  are  of 
opinion,  that  all  meetings  thus  holden  by  such  seceding  members, 
and  all  resolves,  votes,  rules,  and  regulations  by  them  passed  and 
adopted,  are  irregular,  and  void,  as  respects  us,  and  that  we  are 
under  no  obligation  as  Christians  and  as  members  of  this  church,  to 
follow  or  observe  them  ;  and  that  although  the  records  and  other  writ- 
ten documents  rightfully  belonging  to  us  as  the  regular  church,  are 
in  the  possession  of  those  who  have  thus  separated  themselves  from 
us,  yet  it  is  neither  necessary  nor  expedient,  at  present,  to  use  com- 
pulsory measures  to  obtain  them  ;  but  that,  together  with  all  such 
customs,  rules,  and  ordinances  of  ecclesiastical  discipline,  as  are 
common  to  all  christian  churches  of  the  Congregational  order,  the 
following  particular  regulations  be  adopted  by  this  church,  as  substi- 
tutes for  those  out  of  our  possession  as  aforesaid  ;  viz. 

'  I.  The  sacrament  of  the  Lord's  supper  shall  be  administered  on 
the  first  sabbaths  of  April,  June,  August,  October,  and  December, 
in  each  year,  and  a  preparatory  lecture  preached  on  the  Thursday 
next  preceding  each  day  of  such  communion. 

'  II.  Any  persons,  desirous  of  becoming  members  of  this  church, 
who  have  heretofore  been  members  of  other  christian  churches,  and 
produce  evidence  of  that  fact,  as  well  as  of  their  regular  christian 
character,  by  certificates  from  the  pastors  of  such  churches,  or  oth- 
erwise, in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  this  church,  may  be  admitted  by 
vote  of  the  church,  at  any  regular  meeting  thereof. 


*  See  the  Introduction  above,  p.  5,  note. 


22 

'111.  When  any  person  shall  be  desirous  of  becoming  a  member  of 
this  church,  on  original  profession,  such  desire  shall  be  made  public 
in  the  usual  manner,  two  weeks,  at  least,  before  admission.  If,  dur- 
ing that  time,  no  objection  be  offered,  the  candidate  may  be  admit- 
ted. The  profession  and  covenant  shall  be  proposed  to  the  candidate 
in  the  following  manner  : 

'  "  In  the  presence  of  God  and  before  these  witnesses,  you  ofler 
yourselt  for  admission  to  this  christian  church.  You  regard  this 
transaction  as  a  profession  of  your  belief  in  the  one  only  living  and 
true  God  ;  a  testimony  of  your  faith  in  Jesus  Christ  as  the  Son  of 
God  and  the  Saviour  of  the  world,  and  an  acknowledgment  of  the 
jsacred  scriptures  as  containing  a  revelation  of  God  to  man  and  a 
perfect  rule  of  faith  and  obedience.  You  design  to  commemorate 
the  author  and  finisher  of  our  faith,  in  the  way  which  he  has  ap- 
pointed, resolving,  by  the  help  of  divine  grace,  to  live  in  obedience 
to  his  conunandments,  and  hoping,  through  the  mercy  of  God,  to 
obtain  everlasting  life. 

'"In  a  humble  and  grateful  reliance  upon  God  for  the  pardon  of 
sin,  and  for  assistance  in  duty,  you  now  solemnly  take  u})on  yourself 
the  engagements  of  the  christian  profession.  You  promise  to  walk 
with  this  church,  while  you  have  opportunity,  in  a  regular  attend- 
ance upon  christian  ordinances,  in  the  exercise  of  christian  aflection, 
and  in  a  submission  to  the  discipline  of  this  church,  so  far  as  shall 
appear  to  be  your  duty. 

'  '*  This  you  profess  and  promise." 

'  On  the  candidate's  assent  to  the  foregoing,  the  admission  and 
covenant  on  the  part  of  the  church,  shall  be  pronounced  as  follows  : 

'  "  I,  then,  in  the  name  of  Jesus  Christ,  and  in  behalf  of  this  chris- 
tian church,  declare  you  a  member  of  the  same  and  in  full  comujuu- 
ion  with  ourselves.  We  welcome  you  to  our  christian  love  and 
fellowshij);  we  wish  upon  you  grace,  mercy,  and  peace,  from  (iod 
the  Father,  and  from  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ.  We  promise  to  watch 
over  you  for  your  good,  to  counsel  and  assist  you,  whenever  there 
shall  1)0  occasion,  and  to  regard  you  with  all  that  tenderness  and 
affection,  which  your  relation  to  us  now  justifies  and  enjoins.  We 
will  endeavour  to  be  faithful  to  each  other,  and  to  our  connnon  Master; 
to  be  helpers  of  each  other's  spiritual  joy,  j)romoters  of  each  other's 
spiritual  welfare,  striving  together  f(;r  that  eternal  weight  of  glory, 
which  is  |)r()uiis('(l  in  the  gospel  its  the  reward  of  a  patient  continuance 
iu  well  doiug ;  to  walk  worthy  of  our  high  vocation,  and  to  adorn 
the  (loctriu(!  of  (iod,  our  Savioiu-;  aud  wIhmi  death  shall  dissolve 
these  interesting  lies,  which  now  unite  us  as  a  church,  may  wo  be 
found  j)re|)ared  to  join  the  general  assembly  and  church  of  the  first 
boru,  which  are  written  in  hea\eu." 

'  111  concliisiou,  your  conuuittet^  would  riMuaik,  that  by  adopting 
llu  sr  rules  aud  rt'gulations,  remarkable,  we  think,  for  their  christian 
liberality  and  e\aiigelical  siuiplicily,  and  by  strictly  and  watchfully 
conforming  1«)  and  governing  ourseUes  by  ihem  in  file  true  sj)irif  of 
nuekne.-.s  and  chariiv,  we  may  ent(  riaiii  the  hiiiuble  hope  (hat  the 
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cause  of  truth  may  be  advanced,  that  others  seeing  onr  good  works, 
will  glorify  our  Father  who  is  in  heaven,  and  that  numbers  of  those 
who  shall  be  saved,  will  be  added  to  the  church. 
'  Submitted  by 

'  Caleb  Butler,  | 
'  Groton^  July  22d^  1826.'        '  Amos  Bancroft,.        >  CommitteeJ 
'  Elnathan  Sawtell,  ) 

July  17th,  the  Ecclesiastical  Council  convened  at  Dr  Chap- 
lin's.   Of  this  the  worshippers  in  the  meetinghouse  had  no  notice. 

July  18th,  the  chairman  of  the  selectmen  received  tlie  follow- 
ing note. 

'  Tuesday  Morning,  July  18,  1826. 

'  Caleb  Butler  Esq. 

'  Sir, — I  have  appointed  a  lecture  to  be  preached  at  the  meeting- 
house this  afternoon  at  three  o'clock. 

'  I  will  thank  you  to  be  so  good  as  to  give  orders  to  have  the  bell 
rung  at  two  o'clock,  and  then  again  at  three  o'clock. 

'  Respectfully  yours,  Daniel  Chaplin.' 

To  this  was  returned  the  answer  below. 

'  Tuesday,  1  o'clock,  P.  M.  July  18,  1826. 

'  Rev.  Sir, — I  have  no  authority,  individually  or  officially,  alone, 
to  act  on  the  subject  of  your  note  of  this  morning.  You  will  there- 
fore be  good  enough  to  excuse  me  from  any  interference  on  the  sub- 
ject. Very  respectfully  yours,  &c.  Caleb  Butler.' 

'  Rev.  Daniel  Chaplin,  D.  D.' 

July  25th,  two  days  after  the  election  by  the  church  of  Rev. 
C.  Robinson  to  be  their  pastor,  Wilham  Nutting  Esq.  a  seceding 
church  member,  complained  to  Caleb  Butler,  in  conformity,  as 
he  said,  with  the  advice  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Council,  for  his 
having  held  a  separate  communion,  violated  his  church  obhga- 
tions,  &ic.  Similar  charges  were  brought  by  other  seceders,  at 
the  same  time,  and,  a  little  afterwards,  against  all  the  male  mem- 
bers who  partook  of  the  communion,  June  4th. 

July  28th,  the  complaint  was  in  the  presence  of  two  others, 
renewed,  and  Caleb  Butler  replied  as  follows  : 

'  William  Nutting  Esq.  claiming  to  be  a  member  of  the  church  of 
Christ  in  Groton,  of  which  the  Rev,  Dr  Chaplin  is  pastor,  complains 
against  Caleb  Butler,  who,  he  says,  is  a  member  of  the  same  church, 
in  the  words  following ;  viz. 

' "  For  having  held  a  separate  commrunion  against  the  express  vote 
of  this  church,  and  the  remonstrance  of  our  Pastor ;  and  for  having 
thus  violated  your  covenant  obligations  to  be  in  subjection  to  the 
church;  and  for  arrogating  to  yourselves  its  immunities  and  rights." 

'  As  the  supposed  offences  could  not  be  committed  by  an  individual 
alone,  and  as  the  plural  number  is  used  hi  slating  them,  I  shall  use  the 
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])lural  in  tlie  defence,  meaning  with  myself  to  include  those  church 
niemhcrs  who  have  continued  to  worship  and  attend  on  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  word  and  ordinances,  and  lield  church  meetings  at  the 
meetinghouse  for  the  last  six  months;  for  if  I  am  guilty,  they  are 
guilty  also ;  saving  however  to  them  the  right  to  make  any  other  or 
(1  liferent  defence  which  they  may  see  fit,  as  I  have  not  consulted  them 
on  the  defence  proper  to  be  made. 

'We  claim  to  be  the  regular,  independent  church,  associated  with 
the  assembly  worsliipping  in  the  meetinghouse  in  Groton,  being  the 
town  or  first  parish. 

'  It  is  not  necessary  in  our  defence  to  admit  or  deny,  that  those 
church  members  who  have  seceded  from  us,  worshipping  and  hold- 
ing church  meetings  at  other  })laces,  arc  a  regular  indejiendent 
church,  but  we  deny  that  tlicy,  as  a  church,  or  any  individual  of  them, 
has  any  more  right  or  authority  than  any  neighbouring  church  or 
its  members,  to  admonish,  censure,  or  in  any  way  control  us  in  our 
proceedings,  as  a  church. 

'  In  thus  stating  our  claims,  the  truth  of  the  charges  is  in  part 
implied  therein,  and  could  be  denied,  in  part,  if  our  defence  required 
it.    But,  as  we  deny  any  jurisdiction,  it  becomes  immaterial. 

*  To  show  that  our  claims  are  just,  legal,  and  ecclesiastically  pro- 
per, we  refer  to  the  Constitution  of  Massachusetts,  Bill  of  Rights, 
Article  III  ;  Statutes  of  the  Commonwealth,  1785,  Chapter  ol  ; 
1799,  Chapter  87  ;  1811,  Chapter  0  ;  to  the  various  decisions  of  our 
highest  tribunal  of  justice,  particularly  in  the  cases,  Avery  vs.  Inhab- 
itants of  Tyrringham,  Mass.  Rep.  vol.  III.  p.  1()0  ;  Burr  rs.  Inhabit- 
ants of  the  First  Parish  in  Sandwich,  INTass.  Rep.  vol.  IX.  p.  '277  ;  Ba- 
ker ct  (iL  vs.  Fales,  Mass.  Rep.  vol.  XVI.  p.  488 ;  to  the  Cambridge 
Platform,  Chapter  9,  sec.  2,  and  to  the  usages  of  churches  unch^r  our 
present  Constitution  and  laws.  The  churches  in  Harvard  and  Ashby, 
in  our  innnediate  vicinity,  are  examples. 

*  Upon  a  careful  examination  of  those  authorities,  among  matter 
irrehativc  to  tiie  present  pur})Ose,  there  will  be  found  much  that  is 
relative,  both  to  the  charges  above  specified,  and  other  coiuluct  of 
the  su])])Osed  oilenders  ;  such  as  the  following: 

'  I.  That  a  church  in  the  present  acceptation  of  the  term,  has  no 
legal  (pialitics,  except  as  connected  with  some  town,  j)arish,  or  body 
})olitic. 

''2.  That  a  church  has  no  right  to  interfere  in  the  choice  of  a 
minister  ;  that  j)ow(M"  resting  exclusively  in  the  town  or  i)arish. 

'  JJ.  That  a  secession  of  a  part  of  the  memlu^s  of  a  church,  how- 
ever lar^(^  the  jM'oportional  nund)er,  iiududing  all  its  officers,  does  not 
destrov  its  identity  :  the  residue,  however  small,  constitutes  the 
identical  church,  associated  with  its  town  or  jiarish  ;  and  if  the 
whole  church  should  sec(Ml(>,  it  would  be  comj)et<Mil  for  the  j)arish- 
ioners  to  form  another,  which  would  be  the  successor  (»f  the  aiu'ient 
church,  an<l  take  |)rec,edence  accordingly. 

'4.  That  a  pastor  of  a  church,  as  such,  has  no  \ery  pc^culiar  or 
essential  powers  and  prero'jat ives,  but  to  adnunister  the  word  and 
ordinances^  >tatedly  and  regidarly,  and  trs  ni>lru<M  the  peoi)le  (d' his 
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parish  in  morality  and  religion ;  and  if  he  unnecessarily  refuses,  or 
neglects  to  do  this ;  or  if  he  changes  his  religious  sentiments  and 
preaches  different  doctrines,  it  is  a  good  cause  for  his  removal  from 
office. 

*  These  positions  being  established,  we  think  a  justification  of  our 
conduct,  as  above  charged,  or  of  any  of  our  conduct  with  which  in 
truth  we  can  be  charged,  is  completely  made  out.  But  though  we 
thus  believe  that  all  charges  against  us  are  entirely  groundless,  we 
have  no  desire  to  doubt  the  sincerity  and  purity  of  the  motives  of 
those  who  have  made  them,  and  we  ask  that  the  same  charity  may 
be  extended  by  them  towards  us.  A  perfect  coincidence  in  religious 
opinions,  is  not,  and  cannot  be  expected.  Though  we  deprecate  the 
baneful  effects  of  a  religious  separation  of  the  town,  interrupting  the 
social  intercourse  of  friends  and  neighbours,  blasting  and  withering 
the  best  affections,  exciting  and  cherishing  the  vilest  passions,  and 
entering  with  unrelentino;  bitterness  into  the  most  intimate  and  sacred 
of  all  relations, — yet  we  do  not  complain  of  those  who  have  separated 
themselves  from  us.  The  liberal  principles  of  our  republican  institu- 
tions, necessary  to  secure  a  perfect  religious  freedom,  give  them  full 
right  so  to  do. 

'  We  have  to  regret  that  the  advice  of  ecclesiastical  councils  or  the 
discipline  of  churches,  springing,  no  doubt,  from  the  best  motives, 
should,  in  any  case,  run  counter  to  the  laws  of  our  country,  or  ever 
be  exercised  when  they  can  have  no  possible  salutary  effect ;  because 
we  believe  it  may  tend  to  bring  the  former  into  disrespect,  and  the 
latter  into  contempt.  But  we  hope  to  submit,  as  the  disciples  of 
Christ,  the  profession  we  have  assumed,  to  any  chastisement  which 
may  be  administered  in  conformity  to  the  laws  of  our  country,  tlie 
modern  usages  of  churches,  or  the  immutable  laws  of  the  gospel. 

'  Caleb  Butler.' 

'  Groton,  July  29th,  1826.' 

August  2d,  C.  Butler  received  a  letter,  sig-ned  by  Dr  Chap- 
lin,   it  was  as  follows  : 

'  Groton,  Mass.  Aug:ust  2,  182o. 

"  •  Caleb  Buxj^En  Esq. 

*  Sir, — At  a  regular  church  meeting,  held  at  the  house  of  your 
pastor,  on  July  31st,  brother  William  Nutting  stated  to  the  church, 
that  he  had  followed  the  direction  of  our  Lord,  Matthew  xviii.  lo, 
16,  17,  in  going  to  you  and  complaining  of  your  walk,  as  being  un- 
christian, in  the  following  respects;  viz.  *'in  having  held  or  attended 
a  separate  communion  against  the  express  vote  of  the  chiu'ch,  and 
the  remonstrance  of  our  pastor ;  and  for  having  violated  your  cove- 
nant obligations  to  be  in  subjection  to  the  church,  and  for  arrogating 
to  yourselves  its  immunities  and  rights  that  receiving  no  satisfac- 
tion from  you,  after  a  few  days,  he  took  with  him  brothers  S.  Han- 
well  and  J.  Eaton,  as  witnesses,  and  receiving  no  satisfaction,  but  on 
the  contrary,  a  justification  of  your  conduct  from  law  books  and  civil 
istatutes,  he  now  complains  to  the  church. 

'  The  church  liaving  heard  the  complaint  and  the  testimony  of  the 
,witnessef?,  and  also  a  v^  ritteii  justification  of  vour  conduct  addressed 
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u»  lirotlier  Nutting,  were  unaniinoiisly  dissatisfied,  both  with  your 
conduct  and  your  defence.  In  the  latter,  you  seem  to  take  the  fol- 
lowing points  for  granted  ; — 

'  J.  That  a  church,  whose  covenant  you  have  assented  to,  has  no 
control  over  its  members  ;  in  other  words,  that  a  church  whose  unity 
has  never  been  broken,  may  not  govern  by  a  majority. 

'  2.  That  the  laws  of  Jesus  Christ  are  not  paramount  to  all  other 
laws;  in  other  words,  you  seem  to  suppose,  if  a  member  of  the  chris- 
tian church  does  not  violate  the  laws  of  tlie  land  in  which  he  lives, 
he  is  not  amenable  to  the  church  for  any  walk,  however  unchristian. 
And  on  this  principle,  if  the  laws  of  the  land  will  permit  a  brother 
to  betray  another  brother  to  death,  because  he  is  a  Christian,  as  was 
the  case  in  Home,  then  the  church  cannot  and  ought  not  to  disci- 
pline the  betrayer.  Or,  as  is  the  case  in  some  of  our  States,  if  there 
is  no  law  against  laboring  on  the  sabbath,  then  a  member  of  the 
church  could  not  be  disciplined  for  so  doing!  You  are  not  accused, 
Sir,  of  breaking  the  laws  of  your  country,  but  the  laws  of  Jesus 
(>hrist,  the  King  of  Kings  and  Lord  of  Lords.  To  this  you  have 
made  no  reply.  When  covenant  obligations  are  broken,  and  the 
great  laws  of  christian  love  are  trampled  on,  it  is  not  an  appeal  to  the 
statutes  of  the  land  that  will  satisfy  a  wounded  church,  or  the  great 
head  of  that  church. 

*  I  am  directed  by  the  church  to  inform  you,  that  the  charges 
brought  against  your  christian  walk,  by  brother  Nutting,  are  now 
repeated  in  the  name  of  the  cluirch,  with  the  additional  charge  of 
neglecting  to  give  satisfaction  to  an  aggrieved  brother.  The  meet- 
ing of  the  church  was  adjourned  to  AVednesday,  the  9th  of  August, 
V.  M.  5  o'clock,  at  the  house  of  your  pastor,  when  and  where  the 
church  will  attend  to  any  defence,  or  any  confessions  oi"  your  faults, 
which  you  may  wish  to  make  ;  and  I  am  directed  to  give  you  this 
notice  as  a  summons  from  the  church,  tluMi  and  there  to  meet  them. 
If  you  do  not  appear,  or  if  w(!  do  not  hear  from  you  btifore  that  time, 
we  shall  take  it  for  granted,  tliat  you  refuse  to  make  any  further 
communications  to  the  church. 

'  By  order  of  the  church  of  Ciu  ist  in  d'rotou. 

'  D.vMKi,  Cu  \ri,i\,  Pdsfor.' 

AuLCUst  the  eoinimiiiioii  was  aiiaiii  celi-bratcd  in  ihc  uu'i't- 
ii!i:house,  ;'.s  in  .June. 

August  !)tli,  Mr  HuiKt  rrtnriied  the  liillovuiiL;  answci'  to  the 
letter  last      en  a!)()\  e. 

'  7o  the  /liitli'>i-  (uul  U'riler  of  (I  Ldfrr  tlnlf  d  .iuiiust  2il,  1S2<),  (itlilrrsartl  to 
Calth  lUilhr  ilsij.  and  stihsnilnd  by  l)auul  C'fi(if)lin. 
'  r  ad<li('>s  this  iciler  to  voii,  I  know  not  whcuu,  bccaust^  1  am  too 
v.'f  !l  ac(|uaiiitc.l  with  tlir  \\orth\  pi'isouaLTc.  who.-c  si^niatmc  voiir 
Icttr  r  hear--,  1  know  too  well  liis  chaiactcr  ll)r  christian  candor  and 
prudeiu-c,  his  midcrstanding  and  literary  disceriwneni,  tf)  belie\ethat 
he,  evi-n  ui  the  present  superamuialed  state  of  his  faculties,  could  Si) 
uiisconcc!'. (•  an,!   nn^u  luf-enl  my  si-ntuiietit^  and  exprev^ioiis,  ar 
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have  the  folly  to  make  such  absurd  suppositions  and  conclu.iions, 
without  premises  from  which  to  draw  and  support  them.  I  have  too 
much  veneration  for  him  to  address  to  him  such  an  exposition  of 
those  inconsistencies  and  absurdities,  to  which  he  has  been  induced 
to  put  his  signature,  as  1  think  duty  to  myself  requires. 

'  Your  letter  states  that  I  seem  to  take  the  following  points  for 
granted. 

'"1.  That  a  church  whose  covenant  you  have  assented  to,  has 
no  control  over  its  members ;  in  other  words,  that  a  church  whose 
unity  has  never  been  broken,  may  not  govern  by  a  majority. 

'  "  2.  That  the  laws  of  Jesus  Christ  are  not  paramount  to  all  other 
laws ;  in  other  words,  you  seem  to  suppose,  if  a  member  of  the  chris- 
tian church  does  not  violate  the  laws  of  the  land  in  which  he  lives, 
he  is  not  amenable  to  the  church  for  any  walk,  however  unchris- 
tian." 

'  I  have  examined  my  defence  pretty  carefully,  to  find  if  I  had 
inadvertently  used  any  expressions  from  which  sucli  inferences  could 
fairly,  or  even  by  perversion  of  language,  be  drawn,  but  without 
success. 

'  When  I  said,  that  the  secession  of  a  part  of  the  members  of  a 
church  does  not  destroy  its  identity,  did  you  understand  me  to  mean, 
that  a  church  whose  unity  had  never  been  broken,  could  not  govern 
by  a  majority  ? 

'When  I  mentioned  the  laws  of  our  country,  and  showed  them  by 
references  to  have  been  enacted  and  adopted  within  half  a  century  ; 
when  I  prefixed  the  epithet  modern  to  tlie  usages  of  churches,  and 
immutable  to  the  laws  of  the  gospel,  is  it  a  logical  conclusion,  that 
the  laws  of  Christ  are  not  paramount  to  all  other  laws?  But  to  omit 
conjecture,  and  set  this  matter  at  perfect  rest,  if,  through  want  of 
understanding  the  legitimate  meaning  of  words  or  expressions,  I 
have,  any  where  in  my  defence  or  otherwise,  used  any  terms,  taking 
the  whole  in  connexion,  or  a  part  by  itself,  which,  to  any  one's  ap- 
prehension, express  or  imply  each  or  either  of  the  points  you  state, 
I  do  utterly,  unequivocally,  and  solemnly,  recant,  renounce,  retract, 
and  abjure  them. 

'  So  then  these  points,  with  all  your  deductions  therefrom,  may  be 
laid  aside  as  not  in  the  case. 

'  I  am  next  told  by  you,  that  I  am  "  not  accused  of  breaking  th« 
laws  of  my  country,  but  the  laws  of  Jesus  Christ."  If  so,  I  have 
almost  as  much  mistaken  the  charges  of  esquire  Nutting,  as  you 
have  my  defence.    I-iet  us  examine  them. 

'  1st.  I  am  charged  with  "  holding  a  communion,"  that  is,  I  suppose, 
joining  with  others  in  commemorating  the  Lord's  supper.  This  is 
so  far  from  breaking  the  law  of  Jesus  Christ  that  it  is  in  strict  obe- 
dience to  it;  for  when  he  instituted  that  rite,  he  said,  "Do  this  in 
remembrance  of  me." 

'  But  esquire  Nutting  says,  a  "  separate"  communion.  I  know  of 
no  limitation  as  to  numbers,  below  which  that  rite  cannot  be  cele- 
brated.   Jesus  Christ  himself  said,    where  two  or  three  arc  gathered 
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together  in  Jiiy  name,  tliorn  an\  I  in  the  midst  them."  Be:^i(les, 
we  have  sepjirated  ourselves  from  none ;  we  have  forbid  none  to 
communicate  with  us ;  and  we  could  not  compel  those  whose  duty 
it  was  to  have  been  with  us,  to  come  to  that  ordinance,  without  arro- 
gating to  ourselves  an  unjustifiable  authority. 

'  But,  it  is  said,  this  was  "  against  the  express  vote  of  tlie  church 
and  the  remonstrance  of  its  pastor."' 

*  This  might  be  denied.  But  granting  it  to  be  true,  is  the  vote  of 
a  church,  suppose  a  regular  church,  or  the  remonstrance  of  its  pas- 
tor, a  law  of  Jesus  Christ  ?  Would  not  the  vote  of  a  church,  or  the 
direction  of  its  pastor,  to  suspend,  for  an  unlimited  time,  the  admin- 
istration of  that  ordinance,  be  in  direct  opposition  to  a  law  of  Jesus 
Christ,  and  for  th:it  reas(Mi,  if  his  laws  are  paramount  to  all  others, 
void  ? 

'Next,  it  is  said,  that  I  have  "thus  violated  my  covenant  obliga- 
tions to  be  in  subjection  to  the  church."  Are  the  formidas,  creeds, 
and  covenants  of  modern  churches,  laws  of  Jesus  Christ  ?  Or  arc 
they  the  result  of  human  speculation  and  invention  ?  Did  I  ever 
enter  into  covenant,  that  if  a  number  of  the  members  of  the  churcli, 
say  a  majority  of  it,  should  absent  themselves  from  the  stated  and 
regular  public  worship  of  God,  and  should  neglect  to  celebrate  the. 
Lord's  supper  in  the  way  of  his  appointment,  that  1  should  go  astray, 
and  live  in  a  like  neglect  of  duty  with  them  ? 

'  The  remainder  of  esquire  Nutting's  accusation  is,  that  T  and 
others  "  arrogated  to  ourselves  the  inmiunities  and  rights  of  the 
church."  Being  members  of  a  regular  church,  as  we  are,  it  seema 
to  me  that  arrogating  to  ourselves  its  immunities  and  rights,  is  not 
charging  us  with  a  breach  of  any  law  of  Jesus  Christ. 

*  But  perhaps  esquire  Nutting  intended  to  accuse  me  r)f  practising, 
using,  or  ex.^rcising  the  inununities  and  rights  of  a  church,  though 
he  has  not  exa(-tly  expressed  it.  If  so,  it  becomes  necessary  to  know 
what  the  immunities  and  rights  of  a  church  are.  I  think  they  are 
twofold.  First,  the  privileges  of  receiving  and  partaking  of  the 
ordinances  of  the  gospel,  according  to  Christ's  appointment.  'J'hese 
I  am  not  accused  of  breaking,  but  of  obeying.  Second,  the  particu- 
lar rules  and  regulations  respecting  the  times  of  ct)mnuuiion,  iiolding 
church  meetings,  and  management  of  any  property  which  may  bo 
held  in  trust  tor  its  use.  These  may  be  prop(>riy  called  the  bylaws  of 
a  church,  and  they  havr  no  more  claim  to  be  called  the  lawsof  Jesu.s 
Christ  than  the  laws  of  any  unincorporated  charitable  association 
liave.  The  res])ective  churches  in  this  connnonwealth,  assf)ciated  in 
public  worship  with  towns,  {)arishes,  and  other  bodi'-s  jxjlitic,  (no 
others,)  being  religious  societies,  have  all  riirlils  and  iiuimiui- 
ties,  which  are  not  repugnant  to  the  Constitution,  guarantied  to 
them  by  law.  'J'hese,  then,  are,  in  a  ci  rtain  sense,  laws  of  our  coun- 
try, which  you  say  I  am  not  accused  of  breaking. 

'  I  have  now  j)asse<l  in  review  the  whole  of  es(|uir(^  Xntting'.s 
charge,  but  hav(^  not  found  that  hr  has  chargi'd  me  with  the  br(;ach 
of  a  simple  law  of  Jesus  Christ.  If  if  has  escajx'd  ni}  notice,  I  be<r 
to  be  ret'  rred  to  the  particular  point  ui  ih*;  ch-.irg'\  atid  the  ch.apt<M- 
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and  verso  of  the  law,  ?aid  to  be  broken.  Do  not  let  ine  be  under- 
stood to  say,  that  I  never  have  broken  a  law  of  Jesus  Christ.  All 
that  I  say,  is,  esquire  Nutting  has  not  char^red  me  with  a  breach  of 
one.  Let  me  here  remark,  that  esquire  Nutting  seems  to  me  to 
have  mistaken  the  directions  of  our  Lord,  which  he  cites  for  his  > 
guidance ;  or  rather  the  case  in  which  such  directions  should  be  fol- 
lowed. The  direction  begins,  "  Moreover  if  thy  brother  sliall  tres- 
pass against  thee."  Should  not  a  trespass  be  clearly  proved  before 
proceeding  to  extremities  ?  It  has  not  yet  been  made  to  appear  to 
me,  that  I  have  trespassed  against  his  person,  or  his  property ;  that  1 
have  invaded  his  rights  as  a  citizen,  or  his  privileges  as  a  member  of 
a  christian  church ;  or  that  I  have  in  the  least  abridged  his  liberty  of 
conscience. 

'  Let  me  now  be  distinctly  understood.  I  affirm  and  maintain, 
that  our  State  Constitution  and  laws  are  paramount  to  those  rules, 
laws,  and  regulations  of  churches  which  are  of  human  construction. 
Were  it  not  so,  the  church  might  impose  on  a  town  or  parish,  against 
the  consent  of  a  majority  thereof,  a  minister,  not  only  disagreeable 
to  its  inhabitants,  but  totally  unqualified  for  the  duties  of  his  office. 
Were  it  not  so,  a  number  of  the  church  members  might  separate 
themselves  from  the  residue  of  the  members,  and  from  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  town,  parish,  or  religious  society;  might  abstain  from 
public  worship,  and  the  regular  administration  of  divine  ordinances  ■ 
for  an  indefinite  length  of  time;  and,  because  they  constituted  a 
majority  before  separation,  might  compel  their  brethren,  whom  they 
had  left  behind,  to  continue  in  the  same  neglect  of  duty.  Were  it 
not  so,  the  thunderbolts  of  some  American  Vatican  might  blast  and 
shiver  the  fairest  and  loveliest  growth  of  our  happy  country  ;  a  monk- 
ish hierarchy,  recovering  its  long  lost  power,  might  not  only  stop  all 
progressive  improvement  in  religious  knowledge,  virtue,  and  piety, 
but,  having  extinguished  the  light  -which  has  beamed  upon  the 
churches,  it  might  inculcate  "precisely  the  same  doctrines"  which 
were  taught  in  darker  ages,  and  the  tragedies  of  Servetus  and  John 
Rogers  might  be  acted  over  again  in  every  village. 

'  Once  more  ;  let  it  be  distinctly  understood,  that  this  is  not  in- 
tended as  an  answer  to  any  church.  I  am  amenable  to  none  but  the 
church  connected  and  associated  in  religious  worship  with  the  town 
or  first  parish  of  Groton.  '  Caleb  Butler.' 

'Groton,  August  9th,  1826.' 

August  12tb,  the  writer  of  the  abov  e  letter  received  his  ex- 
coinniunication,  as  follows. 

'  At  a  regular  adjourned  meeting  of  the  church  of  Christ  in  Gro- 
ton, held  August  9th,  1820, — 

'  Voted,  unanimously,  that  whereas  our  brother,  Caleb  Butler,  has 
attended  a  separate  conununion  of  a  minority  of  this  church,  expressly 
against  the  vote  of  the  church  and  the  remonstrance  of  our  pastor, 
and  has  thus  arrogated  to  a  minority  the  immunities  and  rights  of 
the  church;  and  whereas  he  has  refused  to  give  satisfaction  to  an 
aggrieved  brother,  when  he  called  on  him  with  witnesses,  according 
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io  our  Lord's  direction,  and  coni{)lainod  of  liis  walk  as  being  un- 
christian ;  and  wherea.s  he  has  refused  to  appear  before  tlie  church, 
wlien  cited  by  our  pastor,  accordinir  to  a  vote  of  tlie  church,  and  has 
thus  set  aside  its  authority  and  broken  h.is  covenant  oblicrations  to  be 
in  subjection  to  the  church, — the  connexion  between  Caleb  Butler 
and  this  church  ounht  to  be,  and  hereby  is  dissolved,  and  he  is  no 
longer  a  member  of  the  visible  church  of  Christ. 

'By  order  of  the  church  of  Christ  in  Groton, 

*  Daniel  Chaplin,  Pastor. 
*A  true  copy:  Attest,  Daniel  Chaplin,  Pastor.^ 

All  the  male  members  who  attended  the  communion  in  June, 
received  similar  excommunications  either  at  the  same  time  or 
some  time  after.  No  notice  has  ever  been  taken  of  the  ex- 
communications. The  members  have  continued  to  observe  the 
ordinances,  and  larsic  additions  have  been  made  to  their  numbers. 

Aiiii;ust  14th,  a  town  meeting  was  held,  at  which  the  Rev.  C. 
Robinson  was  elected  minister  of  the  town  or  lii  st  parish,  143 
yeas,  69  nays,  and  a  committee  chosen  to  prepare  a  contract. 
The  meeting  was  adjourned  to  August  21st,  when  a  contract  be- 
tween the  town  and  the  Rev.  31r  Robinson,  was  reported,  and 
accepted,  15G  to  51.  The  records  of  tlie  church  electing  Mr 
Robinson  their  pastor,  were  then  read,  and  ordered  to  be  copied 
into  the  town  records. 

August  22d,  the  Ecclesiastical  Council  liehl  their  adjourned 
meeting  at  Dr  Chaplin's. 

About  noon  of  that  da}-,  lh(^  clinii  iuan  of  the  sehu  tnien  recei\  ed 
the  following  letter  iVom  l)r  Chaplin. 

'  (Jrotoii,  Aii2;ust  22,  1826. 
'  ('  M.y.u  UvTi.r.R  KsQ.  CJinirninn  of  the  StUrtiiini  of  the  Town  of  Grotou. 

'  SiH, — 1  have  recjuested  the  Rev.  Dr  Be(H"lier  to  preach  a  lecture 
for  me  this  afternoon,  at  5  o'clock,  in  the  ineetinghoiise.  As  1  have 
done  nothing  to  forfeit  my  right  to  the  j)ul|)it,  nor  th<^  church  to  I'or- 
feit  {\\VAV  right  to  worship  in  the  me(>tinghouse,  and  as  it  is  my  wish 
and  their  wish  still  to  enjoy  our  rights,  it  is  my  reijuest,  that  the 
house  may  be  opened  for  our  occupancy,  and  that  the  bell  be  rung 
at  1,  and  then  again  at  5  o'clock  this  afternoon. 
'  Yours,  tS^c.  Daniel  Chapi.in, 

'  Pastor  of  I lir  Church  ay\(l  Minister 

of  the  Toirn  of  Grotou.'' 

.\()  notice  was  tak(Mi  of  this  letter:  no  answer  rc^turned.  Dr 
Reeeher  preaeiied  in  the  Aeadenix  ,  w  her(>  Mr  '^I'odd  had  |)rea('luMl 
since  Apiil  I.  It  is  said  1)\  tlit"  ( 'onneil,  ^'  that  the  old  meeting- 
house liad  been  '  re|)i.'ntedl\  riMpiested  lor  huMures  and  church 
nu'etings.'  It  was  iwver  re(|uest(>d  lor  any  eliurch  meetiu'j:,  e\- 
cejjt  ihe  one  held  on   the  door  stej)S,  of  wliieli  notice  will  be 
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taken  hereafter ;  and  never  for  lectures,  except  as  by  notes  of 
July  IStli  and  August  22d,  when  the  Ecclesiastical  Council  was 
in  session.    The  first  can  hardly  be  called  a  request. 

August  27th,  the  notice  given  below  was  posted  at  the  meet- 
inghouse. 

'  Public  Notice. 

*  There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  church  at  the  meetinghouse  on 
Thursday,  the  31st  inst.  at  3  o'clock,  P.  M.  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  subject  of  giving  the  Rev.  Charles  Robinson  an  invita- 
tion to  become  their  colleague  pastor,  or  to  transact  any  other  busi- 
ness that  may  come  before  the  church. 

'  Daniel  Chaplin, 

'  Pastor  of  the  Church  of  Christ 
in  the  First  Parish  in  Groton.^ 

August  31st,  about  9  o'clock,  A.  M.  the  chairman  of  the  se- 
lectmen received  the  letter  which  follows. 

,  «  Groton,  August  31st,  1826, 
'  To  Caleb  Butler  Esq,  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Selectmen  of  Groton. 

*  Sir, — I  have  appointed  a  meeting  of  my  church  to  be  held  at  the 
meetinghouse  this  afternoon,  at  3  o'clock.  I  would  thank  you.  Sir, 
to  direct  the  house  to  be  opened  at  the  hour,  which,  I  presume,  you 
will  willingly  do,  as  you  have  given  me  distinctly  to  understand,  at 
all  times,  that  my  personal  attendance  is  not  objected  to,  but  cor- 
dially desired.    An  answer  is  requested. 

*  Yours,  &c.  Daniel  Chaplin, 

^  '  Pastor  of  the  Church  and  Minister 

of  the  l^'irst  Parish  in  Groton* 

Between  eleven  and  twelve  o'clock,  Mr  Butler  returned  the 
answer  below. 

'Groton,  August  31st,  11  o'clock,  A.  M.  1826. 

'  Rev.  Sir, — I  shall  not  think  it  expedient  to  assemble  the  board 
of  selectmen  to  consider  your  note,  which  has  this  morning  come  to 
hand,  till  I  shall  have  received  plain  and  unequivocal  answers  to  the 
following  queries;  viz. 

'1.  Do  you  expect,  that  we,  whom  you  and  those  you  call  your 
church,  have  pretended  to  censure  and  exconnnunicatc,  will  meet 
^vith  you  this  day  in  the  meetinghouse,  and  enjoy  our  rights  as  mem- 
bers, or  not  ? 

'  2.  Do  you  intend  to  introduce  with  you  a  person  who  has  ren- 
dered himself  peculiarly  obnoxious  to  a  majority  of  tliis  town,  and 
who  has  heretofore  assisted  you  as  moderator  of  what  you  call  your 
church  ? 

'  3.  Is  there  any  business  to  be  transacted  this  day  by  you  and 
those  you  call  your  church,  which  ca,nnot  conveniently  be  done  where 
you  usually  assemble?  Ifso,  whatis  such  business,  and  wliat  are 
the  reasons  or  necessity  of  its  being  done  at  the  meetinghouse? 

'4.  Was  the  appointment  of  a  church  meeting  tliis  day  in  the 
meetinghouse  made  in  the  true  sj)irit  of  christian  meekness,  huinil- 


ity,  and  sincerity,  with  a  view  to  the  glory  of  God  our  Creator,  in 
ohedience  to  the  coniiniinchnents  ot"  Christ  our  Saviour,  for  the 
advancement  of  the  clnirch  in  clirih;tian  virtues,  and  for  tlie  peace, 
liarniony,  and  welfare  of  the  citizens  of  tliis  town  ?  If  so,  how  is  it 
e.\])ected  that  thes(>  irreat  objects  will  be  thereby  obtained 

*  o.  Was  not  the  ai)i)ointn)ent  mentioned  in  the  l()urth  query,  made 
with  a  sinister  view  of  grovelling  })olicy,  either  directly  or  indirectly 
to  give  a  disaffected  minority  of  this  town  some  lioped  for  advantage 
over  the  majority  ?  If  so,  what  is  the  advantage  thus  hoped  to  be 
obtained  ? 

*  G.  lias  all  the  business,  which  has  been  done  by  you  and  those 
you  call  your  church,  tor  the  last  eight  months,  been  transacted  in  a 
regular,  legal,  and  christianlike  manner  ?  If  so,  why  cannot  you 
proceed  at  the  same  ])lace  and  in  the  same  manner  ?  If  not,  why 
do  you  not  hrst  notiiV  those  you  have  ])retended  to  censure  and  ex- 
communicate, ol"the  invalidity  of  your  i)roceedings,  and  of  their  con- 
se(|uent  regular  standing 

'  7.  Is  it  the  intention  of  those  you  call  your  church,  and  other 
citizens  who  liave  seceded  with  them,  to  discontinue  their  assem- 
bling to  worship  at  other  })laces,  and  to  return  and  attend  j)ublic  wor- 
ship in  future,  statedly  and  constantly,  in  the  meetinghouse,  under 
such  preaching  as  the  town  or  parish  may  provide,  particularly  that 
of  the  Rev.  Charles  Robinson,  minister  elect  of  said  town,  should 
he  be  installed  ?  Very  respectfully  yours,  ti  c. 

'  CaLKH    Bl  TLKK.' 

•Rkv.  Danu:;.  CuArMX,  1).  D.' 

The  niectinjrhouse  was  not  opened,  and,  as  ibis  transaction 
and  its  consequences  seem  to  be  favorite  themes  with  the  minority 
in  Groton  and  their  sai!;e  advisers  in  ecclesiastical  matters,  it  will 
not  be  inqn-oj)er  to  look  back  a  momcMit,  ami  \  iew  die  subject  in 
all  its  circumstances  and  connections. 

All  the  cliurcli  me(  tini!;s  between  November  1 ')th,  18J"),  and 
this  time,  and  tlieri^  bad  been  many,  held  by  Dr  Chaplin  anil 
iliv  majoritx  of  tlu"  church,  li:id  Ikmmi  held  at  his  dwellin2:bouse. 
Tlie  secession  of  the  majorit}'  of  the  churcli  and  the  miiu)rily  of 
the  })arish  or  town,  look  place  .hmuary  J  I  si,  1SJ().  TIil'  minority 
of  the  tdnnx  b,  considerini^  themsi'lves  the  true  (  hurcli,  and  the 
])arish,  had  reii;ulai  ly  a.nd  legally  cIccKmI  lb(>  Ke\ .  .Mr  Kobinson 
for  their  pasloi' and  religious  l(>aclier.  The  l''.C(desiastica I  Coun- 
ril  had  been  twice  a--riub!cd  at  (iroton  without  notice  to  llie 
regular  chiircli,  or  to  the  town  oi-  parish.  'i'lie  proceedings  of 
the  Council  wire  not  generally  known:  hut  it  was  uiulerslood, 
that  lliex-  thought  tlu^  se<'eders  had  Ixmmi  in  an  (Mror  in  (juitting 
entircK  the  old  nu'etinghou^e,  and  acUi^ed  a  return  thither  uiuhr 
some  picteM  or  other. 

llo\s  then  does  tlie  cas(>  ^tand  .'  'I'he  mlnisti'r  o!"  the  town 
and  j'a^ior  of  the  ehiireh,  the  ai:ed   1  )r  ( 'liaphn,  ha\  nu:'  (ini-heil 
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a  long  course  of  parochial  labors,  is  become  fundus  officio,  wholly 
unable  to  discharge  the  duties  of  his  office  any  longer.  Yet  he 
endeavours,  by  the  advice  of  others,  to  hold  control  of  the  faith 
and  consciences  of  the  people  of  his  former  charge,  and  to  pre- 
vent their  enjoying  freedom  of  choice  in  another  rehgious  teacher. 

The  people,  however,  proceed  deliberately  and  steadily  in  the 
customary  and  legal  mode,  first  to  hire  preaching,  then  to  select 
a  candidate  to  preach  on  probation  for  settlement,  and  finally  to 
elect  a  minister.  The  members  of  the  church,  who  have  not 
seceded,  lead  in  the  election.  Dr  Chaplin's  adherents  not  being 
pleased  with  the  proceedings  of  the  majority,  voluntarily  secede 
from  the  place  of  worship  and  from  the  congregation,  where 
and  with  wdiom  they  had  heretofore  met,  and  procure  for  them- 
selves such  religious  instruction  as  they  like.  This  they  have  a 
perfect  right  to  do,  in  the  enjoyment  of  true  rehgious  freedom. 
Why  could  they  not  permit  others  to  enjoy  the  same  liberty  ? 

Dr  Chaplin,  with  the  seceding  church  members,  hold  church 
meetings.  Too  feeble,  however,  to  act  as  moderator  himself, 
he  invites  a  neighbouring  minister  to  perform  that  service.  They 
remodel  their  church  regulations,  adopt  more  rigid  and  restric- 
tive rules,  make  their  hired  rehgious  teacher  permanent  Assistant 
Moderator  of  the  church,  vote  to  suspend  the  administration  of 
the  Lord's  supper,  he.  At  length  they  invite  an  Ecclesiastical 
Council  '  to  give  advice  in  their  present  ^em/mr  circumstances.^ 

The  Council,  besides  what  is  made  pubhc  in  their  Result, 
give  the  additional  extraordinary  advice  to  censure  and  excom- 
municate all  those  church  members  who  continued  to  worship, 
and  receive  the  administration  of  divine  ordinances,  at  the  accus- 
tomed place,  and  in  a  regular  manner ;  being  pleased  to  style 
this  adherence  to  duties,  '  unchristian  walk.'  This  advice  is 
eagerly  pursued.  An  aged  deacon,  and  the  chairman  of  the 
selectmen  and  town's  committee  for  hiring  preaching,  receive 
their  sentence  of  exclusion  from  the  '  visible  church  of  Christ.' 
Similar  measures  against  the  other  members  are  in  a  course  of 
execution. 

On  the  first  sabbath  after  the  town  had  made  their  election  of  , 
the  Rev.  Mr  Robinson  for  their  minister,  a  '  Public  Notice,'  sub- 
scribed by  Dr  Chaplin,  for  a  church  meeting  to  be  held  in  the 
meetinghouse,  is  posted.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  most 
extraordinary.  '  To  take  into  consideration  the  subject  of  giving 
the  Rev.  Charles  Robinson  an  invitation  to  become  their  col- 
league pastor.'  This  subject  had  been  previously  discussed  by 
the  church  which  worshipped  and  received  instruction  in  tlie 
place  where  the  meeting  is  proposed  to  be  held,  and  decided  with 
perfect  unanimity.  What  business,  then,  had  these  seceders  to 
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come  to  the  place  they  had  some  time  since  abandoned,  and  in- 
terfere with  the  regularly  worshipping  church  and  congregation 
in  the  election  of  their  minister  ? 

On  the  day  appointed  for  this  extraordinary  meeting,  the  chair- 
man of  the  selectmen,  who  had  just  before  received  the  harm- 
less shock  of  the  most  potent  fulmination  those  about  to  assemble 
could  communicate,  receives  Dr  Chaplin's  note,  requesting  the 
meetinghouse,  into  which  neither  he  nor  his  adherents  had  for 
many  months  entered,  to  be  opened  for  their  reception.  Such 
an  answer  as  the  circumstances  at  the  moment  dictated,  is  in 
haste  returned.  The  meetinghouse  is  not  opened."^  The  hour 
arrives.  The  aged  Dr  Chaplin  with  his  permanent  Assistant 
Moderator,  Mr  John  Todd,  heretofore  so  'providentially'  sent 
to  Groton,  accompanied  by  nineteen  male  members  of  the 
church,  several  having  been  admitted  since  the  preceding  No- 
veniber,  proceed  to  the  meetinghouse.  An  assembla2;e  also  of 
some  forty  or  fifty  spectators,  neither  with  noise  nor  with  tumult, 
is  collected  with  mixed  emotions  of  curiosity  and  wonder  at  the 
novelty  of  the  spectacle.  They  stand  at  a  respectful  distance, 
uncovered  during  services. 

Finding  the  meetinghouse  closed,  the  church  members  are 
gathered  upon  tlie  door  steps.  Dr  Chaplin  opens  the  meeting 
with  prayer,  and  addresses  the  members  on  the  subject  which 
brought  them  together.  If  the  occasion  was  extraordinary,  this 
address  was  not  less  so.  The  speaker  adverted  to  the  place  of 
their  meeting  ;  thought  it  more  convenient  than  our  forefathers, 
the  New  England  Pilgrims,  enjoyed  ;  said  that  their  opponents, 
meaning  the  majority  in  Groton,  were  ratiier  '  rigid  and  severe' 
against  them,  but  that  they  themselves  appealed  '  to  the  law  and 
to  the  testimony'  for  the  rectitude  oftluMr  coiuluct  and  the  jus- 
tice of  their  cause.  He  cautioned  the  nuMubers  against  acting 
under  the  influence  of  prejudice  in  the  vote  they  were  about  to 
give  in  the  election  of  Mr  Robinson,  and  said  that  if  he  was  a 
'preacher  of  the  gospel  sent  by  Christ,'  though  they  might  dis- 
like his  uKunier,  he.  they  ought  not  to  rrjcci  him.  He  farther 
obser\e(l  that  'if  ihrir  opjioncins  would  let  \\\v\n  alone,  and  not 
quarrel  with  ihciu,  llicy,  tlK-ir  (>i)i)niH'iUs,  might  have  just  such 
preaching  as  they  loved;'  llwy  would  not  hinder  them.  Such  a 
sentiment,  uttered  when  in  the  \  act  of  interfering  and  oppos- 
ing the  doings  of  those  they  are  pleased  lo  call  opjionents,  is  in- 
explicable on  anv  other  ground,  llian  that  llu>  ^peaki-r  did  not 

*  Perhaps  it  would  lia\<'  hvru  liaiinlt--<.  pcrliaps  priidfiil.  for  the  cliairnian  of 
the  sclt-ciiiM  ii  lo  have  i;iaiilf(l  \hv  ri'(pic>>t  ol  Pr  Chaplin,  asUini;  no  cpicstions  ; 
hut  111'  tlioiij^ht  it  ('(lualiy  liaiiiilcss  and  |)rudi'iil,  ami  he  cliosc*  nilhcr,  under  all  cir- 
cumstances, lii>t  lo  |>ropouii(l  the  questions  contaim  d  in  liis  rojdy. 
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understand  the  proceedings  in  which  he  was  engaged,  in  all  their 
connexions  and  circumstances,  but  was  merely  an  instrument  in 
the  hands  of  unskilful  workmen. 

The  vote  was  taken  on  the  question  of  Mr  Robinson's  election 
by  yeas  and  nays,  on  written  ballots,  and  on  counting,  there  were 
found  to  be  twenty  nays,  and  no  yeas.^  Amongst  other  church 
business  then  transacted  was  the  vote  of  excommunication  against 
one,  for  his  '  unchristian  walk'  in  joining  the  celebration  of  the 
Lord's  supper  with  others  in  the  meetinghouse.  A  pious  son  of 
the  excommunicated  person  was  one  of  the  members  present, 
and  voted  against  his  father  when  the  question  was  put.  This 
would  serve  for  a  back  ground  to  the  '  fine  painting'  afterwards 
hung  up  for  the  inspection  of  the  Council.  The  Assistant  Moder- 
ator closed  the  meeting  with  prayer.  No  complaint,  it  is  behev- 
ed,  was  ever  made  of  any  interruption  or  indecorous  conduct,  on 
the  part  of  the  spectators. 

Thus  ended  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  meetings,  taken  in 
all  its  circumstances,  relations,  and  connexions,  ever  held,  per- 
haps, by  professing  Christians,  for  christian  purposes,  in  Massa- 
chusetts. 

October  31st,  a  large  and  respectable  Council  assembled,  by 
virtue  of  letters  missive  from  the  church  and  congregation  of  the 
town  or  first  parish  in  Groton,  to  install  the  Rev.  C.  Robinson. 
The  proceedings  of  the  church  and  town  were  communicated  to 
the  Council,  and  three  persons,  calling  themselves  a  committee 
of  the  church  in  Groton,  laid  before  them  the  following  remon- 
strance. 

*  To  the  Ecclesiastical  Council  convened  at  Groton,  Mass.  October  31st,  1826, 
for  the  Purpose  of  Installing  the  Rev.  Charles  Robinson,  Sfc.  8fc. 

'  In  behalf  of  the  church  of  Christ  in  Groton  over  which  the  Rev. 
Daniel  Chaplin  D.  D.  was  ordained  pastor  in  1778,  the  subscribers 
beg  leave  to  lay  before  this  Ecclesiastical  Council,  the  following  in- 
formation in  the  form  of  a  remonstrance. 

'  This  church,  having  been  informed  that  a  Council  would  meet  this 
day,  for  the  purpose  of  organization  previous  to  installing  the  Rev. 
Charles  Robinson,  appointed  the  subscribers  to  state  reasons,  why, 
in  the  opinion  of  this  church,  it  is  inexpedient  and  unchristian  for 
this  Council  to  proceed  to  install  Mr  Robinson. 

'  There  are  two  points  which  we  wish  to  make  appear  plain  to  this 
Council. 

'  1.  That  a  religious  teacher  or  pastor  cannot  be  called  and  settled 
over  this  church  and  parish  without  the  joint  concurrence  of  each 
body  expressed  by  a  separate  vote. 

*  Of  the  20  church  members  who  voted  on  the  door  steps,  Dr  Chaplin  himsejf 
was  one,  one  belonged  to  Westford,  one  had  been  admitted  in  October,  1S25, 
after  Mr  Todd  came  to  Groton,  and  two  had  been  admitted  since  that  time. 
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'  '2.  That  the  Rev.  Ch;i/lcs  Robinson  lias  never  been  invited  to 
become  our  pastor  by  the  joint  concurrence  of  the  first  church  and 
parish  in  Groton. 

'  If  these  two  propositions  can  be  made  evident,  we  trust  this  Coun- 
cil will  not  proceed  to  the  installation  of  Mr  Robinson. 

'  We  are  to  prove,  1st.  That  a  religious  teacher  or  pastor  cannot 
be  called  and  settled  over  this  church  and  parish  without  the  joint 
concurrence  of  each  body  expressed  by  a  separate  vote. 

'  We  shall  not  attempt  to  instruct  this  Council  as  to  the  design  of 
our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  in  establishing  a  church  on  earth.  If  there 
be  any  meaning  in  language,  his  church  was  to  be  something  very 
different  from  the  world.  It  was  chosen  out  of  the  world  ;  com- 
manded to  be  separate  from  the  world,  and  not  to  be  conformed  to  its 
principles  and  maxims.  His  religion  required  his  church  to  be  holy, 
and  took  it  as  indisputable,  that  the  world  at  large,  before  being 
cleansed  by  "the  washing  of  regeneration  and  the  renewing  of  the 
Holy  Ghost,"  is  unholy.  Do  this  Council,  then,  believe  that  a  church 
of  Jesus  Christ,  in  regular  standing  according  to  the  gospel,  and 
according  to  the  principles  and  organization  of  the  earliest  churches 
in  Massacluisetts,  and  as  recognised  in  the  Cambridge  Platform  and 
in  the  laws  of  this  Commonwealth,  do  they  believe  such  a  church 
can  alienate  or  surrender  her  right  of  electing  her  pastor  to  any  other 
body?  That  tliis  church  is  a  regular  church  as  above,  will  not  be 
disputed.  We  do  not  say  that  a  church  can  impose  a  pastor  on  a 
people.  This  we  do  not  pretend.  But  if  a  church  surrender  her 
right  of  electing  her  pastor,  where  is  the  safety  of  her  existence  ? 
Was  it  not  because  this  right  was  wrested  from  her  hands  that  the 
church  fled  from  England  to  the  wilderness  of  America,  that  she 
might  exercise  this  right?  But  if  this  Council  sanctions  the  princi- 
ple that  a  parish  or  any  body  may  impose  a  pastor  over  a  church, 
then  do  they  sanction  the  principles  tliat  drove  our  pilgrim  lathers 
from  their  homes  across  the  waters.  They  tied  to  avoid  these  very 
I)riMcii)les. 

'By  examining  the  laws  of  this  State,  the  following  facts  will  be 
found  to  exist;  that  for  about  seventyfive  years  after  the  setthnnent 
of  the  Massachusetts  Colony,  the  Congregational  church  was  known 
in  law  as  a  corporation  distinct  from  the  town;  tiiat  from  KUio  to 
1780,  the  alliance  of  the  church  witii  the  town  or  i)arish,  was  estaln 
lished  by  law,  upon  condition  that  the  ])astor  should  be  settled  by  a 
major  vote  of  the  ciiurch  and  society  as  two  distinct  corporat(^  l)odies  ; 
that  in  tiie  year  l^ol,  the  churches  in  this  State,  thus  organized  and 
known  in  law,  were  made  a  body  corj)<)rat(j  to  hold  |)r()j)er(y,  and  this 
whil(!  in  tli(^  leiral  possession  of  the  right  of  eU^cting  their  ])astor  ; 
that  th(!  Bill  of  Rights  of  IISO  cannot  and  does  not  destroy  corpo- 
rations and  rights  established  by  law  and  enjoyed  one  hundred  and 
fifty  years;  and  irresistible  circumstantial  ("videnrt^  can  be  brought 
to  show,  that  no  such  thinir  was  understood  or  intended  by  th(»  free- 
men of  \ho.  State  who  adopted  the  Constitution:  and  that  instead  of 
divestiuiX  the  church  of  her  iinuKMnorial  and  (•or|)orate  right  to  a  vot(» 
in  tlie  (  Icr.iKjn  of  Iter  pa>tur,  the  Bill  of  K ight.>  doc.-,  accordiug  to  the 
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only  construction  possible  to  be  put  on  it,  without  making  the  instru- 
ment selfcontradictory,  confirm  the  mutual  rights  of  the  church  and 
society,  as  they  had  existed  from  the  year  1665  to  1780. 

'  Such  would  be  our  reasons  for  remonstrating  against  having  the 
rights  of  a  church  wrested  from  her  in  any  case ;  viz.  the  laws  of 
Christ  and  of  this  State  have  given  her  rights  separate  from  the 
town  or  parish.  One  of  these  rights  is  that  of  electing  her  own  min- 
ister or  pastor,  and  this  right  the  church  ought  not  in  any  case  to 
relinquish,  and  cannot  do  it  without  endangering  her  very  existence. 
But  the  church  of  Christ  in  Groton  has  her  rights  guarded  if  possible 
still  more  safely.  By  turning  to  the  special  laws  of  this  State,  it  will 
be  seen  that  an  act  was  passed  in  the  Legislature,  Feb.  21,  1804, 
establishing  a  fund  for  the  support  of  the  gospel  ministry  in  this  town. 
This  fund  now  amounts,  as  we  believe,  to  nearly  or  quite  $11,000. 
By  this  act  of  the  Legislature  there  was  "  constituted  a  body  politic 
and  corporate  by  the  name  of  the  Trustees  of  Groton  Ministerial 
Fund."  These  trustees  were  to  be  "  the  three  senior  selectmen  of 
said  town  for  the  time  being,  the  treasurer  of  said  parish,  and  the  jun- 
ior deacon,  by  age,  of  said  church,  both  for  the  time  being."  The 
proceeds  of  this  fund  were  to  be  paid  "quarterly  to  such  teacher  or 
teachers  of  religion  as  shall  be  regularly  ordained  and  settled  in  said 
parish  by  the  joint  concurrence  of  the  inhabitants  and  church  thereof." 

'  The  Council  will  see,  that  by  this  enactment  of  the  Legislature, 
language  cannot  be  construed  in  such  a  manner  as  to  wrest  from 
this  church  the  right  of  a  distinct  voice  in  the  election  of  her  pastor. 
She  cannot  compel  the  parish  to  take  a  pastor  of  her  choice,  nor 
does  she  wish  to  do  it.  Neither  can  the  parish  compel  the  church 
to  take  a  pastor  of  their  choice.  The  election  must  be  mutual.  It 
is  a  social  compact  sanctioned  by  law,  and  until  this  compact  is  legal- 
ly dissolved,  neither  party  can  control  the  other.  That  this  church 
has  not  broken  this  compact  we  expect  to  show  before  we  close.  If 
there  be  any  doubt  in  the  minds  of  this  Council,  that  a  joint  concur- 
rence of  the  church  and  parish  in  this  town,  expressed  by  a  separate 
vote  of  each  body,  is  necessary,  we  respectfully  request  them  to  ex- 
amine the  act  referred  to  above.  By  this  we  mean  that  the  rights 
of  one  party  will  be  violated,  if  a  pastor  is  called  and  settled,  and  is 
paid  out  of  the  fund,  without  the  concurrence  of  the  other  party. 
That  the  Rev.  Charles  Robinson  has  been  called  to  settle  here  with 
the  expectation  of  all  concerned,  that  he  will  receive  the  proceeds  of 
the  fund,  we  presume  will  not  be  denied. 

'  We  have  now  attempted  to  establish  the  point  that  the  first  church 
and  parish  in  Groton  are  united  in  a  legal  compact,  and  that  if  a  pas- 
tor is  settled  over  this  joint  corporation,  it  must  be  by  a  joint  concur- 
rence of  each  party ;  and  if  such  a  pastor  is  forced  upon  one  party 
by  the  other,  it  is  oppression,  and  there  is  legal  redress.  As  the 
whole  ground  over  which  we  are  now  treading,  may  be  hereafter 
critically  examined,  we  wish  this  Council  to  have  all  necessary 
information  laid  before  them,  before  they  proceed  to  act,  that  they 
may  not  hereafter  accuse  themselves  of  having  acted  in  ignorance  or 
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haste.    If  a  course  of  legal  measures  become  necessary,  the  following 

facts  can  be  abundantly- substantiated. 

'  1.  That  the  church  was  legally  warned  by  her  pastor  to  a  meet- 
ing for  the  consideration  of  the  question  of  calling  the  Rev.  Charles 
Robinson  to  become  their  pastor  or  religious  teacher  on  the  81st  of 
August,  182G,  at  the  meetinghouse  in  Groton  ;  that  the  meetinghouse 
being  closed  against  them  by  the  selectmen,  or  at  least  by  their  direc- 
tion and  knowledge,  the  pastor  called  the  church  to  order  on  the 
front  steps  of  said  meetinghouse,  and  after  prayer,  the  church  pro- 
ceeded to  vote  on  the  question,  Will  this  church  invite  the  Rev. 
Charles  Robinson  to  become  their  religious  teacher  ?"  The  votes 
being  brought  in  and  counted,  it  appeared  that  twenty  votes  were 
cast,  and  all  in  the  negative.    All  the  members  present  voted. 

*  2.  That  a  minority  of  this  church  have  claimed  to  be  the  church, 
and  have  held  a  meeting  by  tiiemsclves,  and  voted  a  call  to  Mr 
Robinson  to  become  their  religious  teacher ;  which  vote  has  been 
communicated  to  the  town,  and,  we  believe,  is  recorded  on  the  town 
records.  Now  the  church  remonstrate  against  this  as  being  the  vote 
of  the  church  of  Christ  in  Groton,  and  for  the  following  reasons. 

'  a.  The  church  has  never  withdrawn  her  connexion  from  the  town 
or  parish,  but  is  as  liable  to  be  taxed  as  ever,  and  in  fact  is  so  taxed. 
She  bears  all  the  burdens  arising  from  the  legal  compact. 

'b.  The  church,  as  such,  had  no  notice  of  the  meeting  of  those 
members,  who  invited  Mr  Robinson  to  become  their  religious  teacher ; 
nor  did  our  pastor  know  any  thing  of  it  till  all  was  over. 

*  c.  The  number  of  those  who  voted  to  give  Mr  Robinson  the  call, 
was  less  than  one  third  of  this  church. 

'  d.  Some  of  those  persons  who  voted  this  call,  had  ceased  to  be 
members  of  any  visible  church  before  they  thus  voted,  having  been 
cut  oir  in  a  regular  course  of  christian  discipline,  for  disorderly  and 
unchristian  walk. 

' This  Council  was  called  by  a  vote  of  those,  who,  while  in  regular 
standing,  amounted  to  less  than  one  third  of  the  church;  and  who, 
at  the  time  th(>y  invited  this  Council,  had  ceased  to  i)e  members  of 
any  church,  having  been  cut  o If  for  unchristian  walk. 

*  Here  it  may  be  said  they  have  iiad  additions  to  th(Mr  number 
since;  but  this  Council  need  not  be  infornuMi,  that  if  you  begin  with 
cypiiers,  nudtij)Iying  does  not  increase  the  amount. 

'  We  think  llie  Council  ar(^  now  prepared  to  admit,  that  they  have 
not  been  called  l)y,  and  Mr  Robinson  will  not  be  settled  over,  the 
church  of  Ciirist  in  Groton.  And  we  think  they  would  not  pro 
ceed  to  act  under  these  circumstances,  unless  they  are  induced  to 
believe  that  the  church  has  witlidrdirn  her  alliance  from  the  town  or 
parish.  This  i)rol)ably  will  be  attempted  to  be  proved.  We  feel 
this  is  not  the  proj)er  place  to  discuss  this  point.  We  fear  no  in- 
vestigations on  this  iiead ;  on  tli(>  contrary,  at  a  jirojier  time  and 
])lac(\  we  expect  to  covet  such  investigations.  The  argunuMits  made 
use  of  to  |)r<>ve  this  church  to  have  withdrawn  \\vr  alliance  from  the 
parish  will  probably  be  the  following : 
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*  1.  The  members  have  withdrawn  from  worshipping  with  the  parish. 

The  answer  is,  the  church  worshipped  with  the  parish  till  she  saw  a 
guard  drawn  around  the  pulpit  by  a  parish  committee  on  the  sabbath 
in  order  to  prevent  our  aged  pastor  *  from  enjoying  his  legal  and  cus- 
tomary rights ;  till  she  saw  a  man  placed  in  the  pulpit,  by  a  parish 
committee,  against  the  express  remonstrance  of  our  pastor.  If  the 
church  has  thus  withdrawn  from  public  worship,  it  was  because  the 
parish  violated  and  trampled  upon  her  rights.  This  she  is  prepared 
to  maintain ;  and  that  the  parish  thus  violated  the  mutual  alliance, 
she  is  prepared  to  prove. 

'  2.  The  church  neglected  to  hold  her  communions  and  ordinances 
at  the  meetinghouse. 

^  The  answer  is,  she  has  held  them  no  where  else,  nor  did  she  neg- 
lect them,  till  after  her  pastor  and  her  rights  had  been  treated  as 
above.  Has  not  a  church  a  right  to  suspend  her  communion  in 
times  of  difficulty  by  a  regular  vote  ?  And  can  a  parish  compel  a 
church  to  hold  communion  when  they  say,  or  else  declare  her  to  be 
no  church  ?  Are  the  times  of  administering  the  ordinances  specified 
by  Jesus  Christ,  or  by  the  laws  of  the  compact  between  the  church 
and  parish  ?  Besides,  this  church  could  not  have  the  sacraments 
administered,  except  by  the  man  whom  the  parish  committee  pointed 
out,t  or  else  another  guard  would  be  ready  to  stand  at  the  foot  of  the 
pulpit. 

'  3.  The  church  have  held  no  meetings  at  the  house  of  her  pastor, 
except  for  business  or  for  prayer.  And  this  seems  to  have  been  the 
custom  of  this  church  from  time  immemorial.  Were  these  meetings 
illegal  1  No ;  for  the  minority  attended  them  and  acted  in  them  till 
lately,  and  in  fact  many  of  the  minority  became  members  of  this 
church  at  meetings  held  at  the  pastor's  house.  Besides,  what  could 
the  church  do?  Go  to  the  meetinghouse?  Truly,  the  scenes  of 
August  31st  would  make  a  fine  painting  to  hang  up  before  this  Coun- 
cil. It  was  a  hot  afternoon  ;  the  sun  beat  down  scorchingly.  The 
aged  pastor  went  to  the  meetinghouse  to  hold  a  meeting  with  his 
church.  The  house  was  fastened.  The  old  man  did  not  murmur. 
He  laid  his  hat  and  cane  on  the  steps  and  called  his  church  around 
him.  He  stood  on  the  steps,  his  silver  locks  uncovered  to  the  burn- 
ing sun.  He  prayed  and  addressed  his  church,  and  they  stood  un- 
covered around  him,  while  the  chairman  of  the  selectmen  of  the 
town,  who  had  refused  to  permit  the  church  to  enter  the  house, 
stood  as  a  spectator.  Do  this  Council  believe  this  church  has  yet 
voluntarily  relinquished  her  alliance  with  the  parish?  The  records 
of  the  church  will  show  that  she  has  been  disorderly  in  no  public 
acts,  and  if  she  has  left  the  floor  of  the  old  meetinghouse,  it  was  be- 
cause the  parish  was  infringing  upon  her  rights  and  immunities. 

'  4.  The  church  refuses  to  join  with  the  parish  in  calling  Mr  Rob- 
inson, and  has  therefore  withdrawn.    This  is  begging  the  question. 

*  This  is  utterly  false,  as  any  one  may  convince  himself  by  referring  to  the 
statements  and  documents  relating  to  this  point,  which  are  given  above. 

t  This,  also,  is  false.  See  page  19,  where  Dr  Chaplin  has  twice  the  offer  to 
name  a  clergyman. 
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She  has  refused  to  concur  with  the  parisli  in  tliis ;  but  lias  she  tliere- 
by  alienated  her  compact  with  the  parish?  She  gave  a  call  to  a  man 
a  year  since,  and  the  parish  refused  to  concur.  But  did  the  parish 
thereby  forfeit  its  rights  ?  By  no  means.  If  the  parish  can  compel 
the  church  to  concur  in  their  minister,  or  else  withdraw,  then  has 
the  church  no  rights  in  Groton.  But  this  is  the  very  point  at  issue, 
and  with  the  act  of  incorporation  before  them  respecting  this  alliance, 
we  cannot  believe  this  Council  will  say  that  the  voice  of  the  church 
in  this  place  is  not  to  be  heard,  and  with  the  above  facts  before  them, 
we  cannot  believe  this  Council  will  say  the  voice  of  the  church  has 
yet  been  heard. 

'  We  are  aware  that  the  doctrine  has  become  somewhat  popular 
at  this  day,  that  all  are  Christians  and  are  the  church,  who  are  born 
in  christian  communities  and  of  consequence  a  majority  of  a  town  is 
the  majority  of  the  church.  We  know  great  efforts  have  been  made 
to  make  this  the  sentiment  of  the  community,  by  obtaining  for  it  the 
sanction  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State.  We  know,  too,  that 
public  opinion  is  not  ripe  for  this  sentiment,  and  we  have  not  a  few 
suspicions  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  push  it  through  the  Supreme 
Court  very  many  times.  But  however  this  opinion  may  take  in  ordi- 
nary cases,  it  will  not  do  to  rely  upon  it  in  the  case  of  the  alliance 
between  this  church  and  parish.  For,  however  the  rights  of  churches 
in  ordinary  cases  may  be  wrested  from  them,  the  special  act  relating 
to  this  church,  places  her  on  an  unusual  footing.  It  will  not  do  to 
say  the  church  is  dead,  and  the  laws  have  executed  her  in  this  case  ; 
for  her  act  of  incorporation  was  drawn  up  by  a  strong  hand,  and  will 
bear  scrutiny.  If  only  the  rights  of  the  property  of  this  church  were 
now  at  stake,  a  regard  to  our  peace  and  personal  ease  might  induce 
this  church  to  waive  her  rights  and  in  meekness  to  sutler  wrong.  But 
considering  that  a  right  of  the  church  is  involved,  essential  to  her 
very  existence,  which  she  cannot  surrender  without  violating  her 
covenant  with  God,  we  mean  the  right  of  electing  her  own  pastor,  a 
right,  too,  which  she  holds  in  common  with  all  the  Congregational 
churches  in  this  State,  including  also  a  vital  princii)le  in  tlie  religious 
institutions  of  New  England  from  the  lu'giiiuing,  a  principh^  which 
has  been  a  great  source  of  unparallehMl  ])r()sperity,  we  are  (letcrmined 
to  stand  fast  in  the  liberty  whertnviih  God  and  man  hath  made  us 
free,  and  to  contend  meekly,  but  earnestly  and  perscveringly  for  all 
our  iuvaluabh^  civil  and  religious  rii,fhts. 

'  If  this  Council  j)r()ce(Ml  to  instnll  Mr  Robinson,  over  wliom  is  he 
to  be  installed?  Over  the  church  of  Christ  in  Groton?  No;  for 
those  who  gave  him  this  call,  ar(>  not  members  of  an}  church.  Tlic 
Council  will  not  and  cannot  think  they  arc  the  church  in  Groton. 
Where  are  their  church  records  for  the  last  two  hundred  years  ? 
Wh(;re  is  their  covenant?  How  old  is  tlieir  conf(\ssion  of  faith? 
Will  the  Council  take  it  upon  them  to  say,  tliat  the  church  in  Groton 
has  seceded,  and  therefore  {\\v,  minority  ar<^  tlu^  church  I  This  is  to 
be  jiroved  and  tried  before  the  Supreme  Court. 

'  Will  tlu^  Council  say  Mr  Robinson  is  to  be  installed  over  the  par- 
ish ?    Besides  the  common  sense  pro|)riely  in  settling  a  minister 
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over  a  society,  this  cannot  be  done  without  infringing  on  our  rights. 
For  Mr  Robinson  was  called,  and  notice  was  given  in  parish  meeting, 
that  if  settled,  he  would  be  paid  from  the  proceeds  of  the  Ministerial 
Fund.  And  this  we  have  shown,  as  we  believe,  to  be  impossible, 
unless  the  Council  set  aside  our  rights  as  a  church,  and  say  that  we 
have  no  voice  in  this  case,  unless  our  voice  coincides  with  that  of 
the  parish. 

'  We  might  have  procured  a  list  of  those  who  would  remonstrate 
with  us,  that  would  appear  more  formidable  than  this  Council  may 
now  suppose.  But  as  this  is  a  question  of  justice,  which  comes  in 
so  tangible  a  shape  that  it  may  be  decided  by  the  laws  of  our  land, 
this  church  prefers  to  make  her  appeal  at  that  tribunal,  if  this  Coun- 
cil concurs  in  the  doings  of  this  parish  in  thus  attempting  to  wrest 
our  rights  from  us. 

*  We  do  assure  this  Council  that  we  are  desirous  of  peace,  provi- 
ded it  can  be  procured  at  a  sacrifice  not  against  our  consciences. 
That  this  church  and  her  pastor  have  been  treated  in  a  manner  but  ill 
becoming  that  spirit  of  Christ  which  this  Council  ought  to  sanction, 
will  be  sufficiently  evident,  should  the  history  of  this  case  ever  be- 
come public,  and  especially  will  it  be  made  evident  at  the  great  day 
of  judgment,  when  we  must  all  be  judged  for  our  actions  and  the  mo- 
tives of  those  actions.  From  the  tenor  of  this  remonstrance,  the 
Council  will  gather  that  if  they  proceed  to  install  Mr  Robinson,  they 
sanction  proceedings  which  must  be  examined  at  a  civil  tribunal,  and 
that  they  will  be  the  means  of  involving  this  church  and  town  in  a 
lawsuit,  which  will  not  only  banish  peace  from  this  place,  but  which, 
if  we  mistake  not,  will  agitate  the  whole  community. 

'  If  the  wisdom  of  this  Council  can  devise  any  plan  to  avoid  the 
difficulties  which  threaten  us  if  they  proceed,  we  shall  not  be  among 
the  last  to  rejoice ;  and  for  this  we  sincerely  pray, 
'  In  behalf  of  the  church  of  Christ  in  Groton. 

'  Timothy  Stone,  \  Committee  of  the 

'  Samuel  Rockwood,       >  Church  of  Christ 
'  Thos.  T.  Farnsworth,  j  in  Groton.' 

It  will  be  readily  perceived,  that  this  remonstrance  contains, 
in  a  chaotic  state,  most  of  the  materials  which  compose  Doctor 
Beecher's  Result,  he.  In  common  with  that  extraordinary  pro- 
duction, it  maintains  that  the  churches  of  Massachusetts  are  cor- 
porations, or  bodies  corporate.*  A  ramification  of  that  mon- 
strous absurdity  is  extended,  in  this  medley  of  inconsistencies,  to 
the  particular  church  of  the  first  parish  in  Groton.  We  are  told 
in  the  remonstrance  of  a  '  mutual  alhance,'  of  a  '  social  compact, 
sanctioned  by  law,'  between  the  parish  and  church  ;  that  they  '  are 
united  in  a  legal  compact,'  and  that  they  may  be  called  a  'joint 

*  This  doctrine  has  been  refuted  in  the  review  of  Dr  Beecher's  Result,  in  the 
Christian  Examiner,  for  March  and  April,  1822.  Two  separate  editions  of  that 
review  have  been  published,  under  the  title  of  '  The  Rights  of  the  Congregational 
Parishes  of  Massachusetts.' 

6 


42 


corporation.'  The  church  in  Groton  is  represented  as  '  liable  to 
be  taxed,'  and  as  '  in  fact  taxed.'  '  She  bears,'  it  is  said,  '  all 
the  burdens  arising  from  the  legal  compact.'  '  Her  act  of  incor- 
poration was  drawn  up  by  a  strong  hand,'  &;c.  Now  if  all  diis 
be  true,  it  is  veiy  singular,  that  the  good  people  of  Groton  were 
never  before  apprised  of  it.  They  never,  till  the  appearance  of 
this  document,  heard  of  a  '  compact' between  the  church  and 
parish,  of  their  being  a  *  joint  corporation,'  or  of  the  church  '  be- 
ing taxed,'  and  '  bearing  the  burdens  of  a  legal  compact,' 

'  The  Trustees  of  Groton  Ministerial  Fund,'  is  the  corporate 
name  of  a  distinct  body,  incorporated  for  a  special  purpose.  But 
because  the  junior  deacon  is,  ex  officio,  one  of  this  body,  or  be- 
cause the  Trustees  are  to  pay  the  proceeds  of  the  Fund,  '  to  such 
teacher  or  teachers  of  religion,  as  shall  be  regularly  ordained 
and  setded,  in  said  parish,  by  the  joint  concurrence  of  the  inhab- 
itants and  church  thereof,' is  there  a  '  legal  compact'  between 
the  church  and  parish  ?  or  is  the  church  therefore  incorporated } 

Grant,  too,  that  a  minister,  settled  by  the  first  parish  in  Gro- 
ton, widiout  the  concurrence  of  the  church  thereof,  could  not 
legally  receive  the  proceeds  of  the  Ministerial  Fund  ;  it  is  no 
proof  that  a  minister  cannot  be  so  settled.  The  Council  to 
which  this  remonstrance  was  addressed,  was  not  the  proper  tri- 
bunal to  try  the  question,  whether  the  pastor  elect,  about  to  be 
installed,  should  receive  the  proceeds  of  Groton  Ministerial  Fund. 
The  Trustees  of  the  Fund  are  obliged,  under  severe  penalties, 
to  appropriate  them  according  to  law.  If  they  misapply  them, 
they  are  amenable  to  the  parish,  not  to  the  church. 

The  constructions  put  upon  our  Constitution  and  laws  by  the 
remonstrants,  were  they  not  so  indisputably  erroneous,  coming  as 
they  do  from  men  unversed  in  legal  disquisitions,  might  be  j)ar- 
donable  ;  but  instances  of  palpable  misstatements  in  matters  com- 
])rehensible  by  the  meanest  capacities,  and  obviously  within  tlie 
knowledge  of  those  who  drew  up  the  remonstrance,  addressed, 
by  those  professing  themselves  to  be  a  connnittec  of  a  churchy 
to  a  most  respectable  Council  convened  on  an  important  occa- 
sion, purporting  also  to  be  for  the  information  of  that  Council 
on  the  subject  before  them,  require  explanation,  with  an  exer- 
cise of  such  charity  as  every  otie  does  not  possess.  An  exanq)le 
of  this  violation  of  truth  is  contained  in  the  passage  marked 
(I,  on  |).  where  it  is  saitl  that  some  of  the  j)crsons  who  elect- 
ed Mr  l^)hinson  for  their  pastor,  '  had  ceased  to  be  members  of 
any  visible  church  before  they  so  voted.'  Now  admitting  the 
pretended  censur(v<  and  excommunications,  whicli  took  ])lace  in 
August  182G,  to  have  all  the  forc(>  and  xalidily  intended,  diey 
were  not  inflicted,  as  ()l)served  abo\  e,  till  alter  the  ehn-lion  of  Mr 
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Robinson,  as  will  be  seen  by  comparing  dates.  Ignorance  can 
be  no  plea  in  this  case.  For  why  did  they  assert,  if  they  did 
not  know  ?  If  men  will  deliberately,  in  definite  and  plain  terms, 
say  what  it  is  impossible  not  to  believe  they  knew  to  be  untrue, 
how  shall  we  credit  other  assertions  of  theirs,  couched  in  less 
definite  language  ?  such  as,  '  saw  a  guard  drawn  around  the 
pulpit,  <^c.' 

A  complete  answer,  or  review  of  this  whole  remonstrance  is 
not  here  intended.  In  truth,  the  irregular  method,  or  rather  the 
want  of  any  method  at  all,  exhibited  in  mixing  history  and  argu- 
ment, propositions  and  interrogatories,  sophisms  and  obloquy, 
cautions  and  threatenings,  bids  defiance  to  all  analysis  or  crit- 
icism. The  contemptuous  manner  in  which  the  Supreme  Court 
is  spoken  of,  and  the  base  insinuations  made  against  its  integrity, 
the  threat  of  casting  upon  the  Council  for  installing  Mr  Robinson, 
the  odium  of  destroying  the  peace  of  Groton  by  a  lawsuit,  '  which 
will  agitate  the  whole  community,^  should  the  Council  proceed  in 
the  work  for  which  they  were  called  together ;  in  fine,  the  spirit 
breathed  throughout  the  whole  instrument,  will  be  readily  dis- 
cerned, and  duly  appreciated  by  an  intelligent  community. 

November  21st,  an  Ecclesiastical  Council,  assembled,  it  is  un- 
derstood, by  virtue  of  letters  missive  from  the  church  of  which 
Dr  Chaplin  claims  to  be  pastor,  met  at  Dr  Chaplin's  house,  and 
proceeded  to  organize  a  new  church  in  Groton,  by  the  name 
and  title  of  the  'Union  Church  in  Groton.'  This  new  church 
invited  Mr  Todd  to  settle  as  their  pastor,  and  he  was  ordained, 
January  3d,  1827.  The  Union  meetinghouse  was  dedicated  the 
same  day. 

The  seceders  have  never  organized  themselves  into  a  society, 
incorporate  or  unincorporate  ;  so  that  this  town  now  presents  the 
novel  spectacle  of  but  one  parish,  two  meetinghouses,  and  three 
churches ;  viz.  Dr  Chaplin,  and  the  members  of  the  old  church 
who  seceded  with  him,  claiming  to  be  the  first  church ;  the  mem- 
bers of  the  old  church  who  have  continued  to  worship  in  the 
old  meetinghouse,  claiming  also  to  be  the  first  church,  and  the 
Union  church,  whose  members  worship  with  other  seceders  in 
the  meetinghouse. 

It  may  be  remarked,  that  the  Ministerial  Fund,  mentioned  in 
the  Result  of  Council,"^  originated  principally  from  the  donation 

*  See  the  Introduction  above,  p.  4.  It  is  said  in  that  Introduction,  that  this 

Collection  of  Facts  and  Documents  is  published  just  as  it  was  received  by  the 
editor  of  the  Christian  Examiner.  This  is  literally  true  with  respect  to  the  docu- 
ments ;  but  some  slight  alterations,  and  considerable  additions  have  been  found 
necessary  in  the  other  parts  of  the  pamphlet.  They  have  all  been  made,  however, 
under  the  eye  of  the  parish  committee  of  Groton. 
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of  J.  Sawtell  Esq.  to  the  first  parish  in  Groton ;  so  that  the 
church,  as  such,  cannot  complain  of  being  robbed  of  its  property. 

In  laying  the  foregoing  documents  and  observations  before 
the  public  at  this  time,  the  committee  of  Groton  offer,  as  an 
apology,  the  necessity  of  the  measure  in  order  to  remove  the 
unfavorable  impressions,  relating  to  the  religious  controversy  in 
that  place,  which  have  been  received,  not  from  common  report 
only,  but  particularly  from  the  Result  of  Council,  which  was 
some  time  since  issued  from  the  press.  The  committee  are 
aw^are,  that  the  false  representations  of  their  own  conduct  and  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  town  and  church,  have  been  made  in  so 
bold  and  positive  a  manner,  and  by  men,  too,  of  such  standing  in 
this  christian  community,  that  they  could  not  well  be  received 
otherwise  than  as  just  and  true,  without  positive  evidence  of  their 
incorrectness.  Such  evidence  is  now  offered,  not  in  technical 
and  legal  form  and  manner,  but  in  such  shape,  as,  it  is  believed, 
will  convince  every  candid  reader,  who  will  take  the  trouble  to 
examine  and  compare,  that  the  conduct  of  the  majority  in  Gro- 
ton has  not  been  so  unreasonable,  illegal,  and  oppressive,  as  it 
has  been  represented.  To  infallibility  they  lay  no  claim.  A 
plain  narrative  of  facts  is  now  before  the  public. 

This  publication,  it  is  believed,  can  have  no  tendency  to  widen 
the  breach  or  keep  alive  animosities,  between  the  parties  in  Gro- 
ton ;  for  almost  every  individual  there  has  chosen  his  side,  and 
taken  his  stand  ;  and  each  party  is  contented  and  happy  in  the 
religious  instruction  it  enjoys,  going  on,  if  not  in  the  same  patli, 
yet,  it  is  hoped,  towards  the  same  point. 

The  only  remaining  obstacle  to  each  party's  pursuing  its  own 
course,  and  enjoying  its  own  privileges,  unmolested,  seems  to  be 
that  the  minority  still  retain  the  legal  right,  which  they  have  hith- 
erto seen  fit  to  exercise,  and  which  cannot  be  reciprocal,  to  act 
and  vote  with  the  majority,  in  parochial  concerns.  From  this 
circumstance,  however,  no  great  inconvenience  is  apprehended  ; 
antl  it  certainly  is  atttMidcd  with  some  aih  antagcs. 
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